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Title 3— 
The President 


[FR Doc. 82-8400 
Filed 3-25-82; 11:33 am] 
Billing code 3195-01-M 


Presidential Documents 


Proclamation 4912 of March 24, 1982 


Loyalty Day, 1982 


By the President of the United States of America 


A Proclamation 


Among the blessings of this wonderful land are our free institutions. Ameri- 
cans are guaranteed freedom of speech, religion, and the press and the right to 
assemble and petition for the redress of grievances. Our citizens cherish their 
liberty and their right to be protected against the unwarranted intrusion of 
government. Our freedoms have been hard-won and will be preserved. 


Other countries are not so fortunate. Time and time again, individuals, groups, 
and whole peoples have been subjected to tyrannies and deprivations. When 
thoughtful Americans witness the oppression, even terror, that is so prevalent 
in many other parts of the world, they cannot help but feel a deep and abiding 
appreciation for, and renewed loyalty to, our own Nation and its ideals. 


Americans prize their diversity but are united in a shared allegiance to our 
Nation’s tradition of justice and liberty for all. We have fought for these 
traditions in the past, and we will not permit their erosion in the future. 


It is altogether fitting that we set aside a day for reflection on our stake in 
democracy and in its highest purpose—the advancement of the freedom and 


. dignity of mankind. 


By joint resolution approved July 18, 1958 (72 Stat. 369, 36 U.S.C. 162), 
Congress has designated May 1 of every year as Loyalty Day in order to 
encourage all Americans to reflect upon our national institutions, our heritage 
of freedom, and what it means to be an American. 


NOW, THEREFORE, I, RONALD REAGAN, President of the United States of 
America, call upon all Americans and patriotic, civic, and educational organi- 
zations to observe Saturday, May 1, 1982, as Loyalty Day, with appropriate 
ceremonies. 


I call upon all Government officials to display the flag of the United States on 
all Government buildings and grounds on that day. 


IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this 24th day of March, 
in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and eighty-two, and of the Independ- 
ence of the United States of America the two hundred and sixth. 


Fe owen. Vane 
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{FR Doc. 82-8401 
Filed 3-25-82; 11:34 am] 
Billing code 3195-01-M 


Presidential Documents 


Proclamation 4913 of March 24, 1982 


National Recognition Day for Nurses, 1982 


By the President of the United States of America 


A Proclamation 


Scientific advancements in recent years have dramatically expanded the role 
of nurses in our health care system, and their knowledge and skills have 
increased to keep pace with new technologies and methods of treatments. 


Yet, the very core of nursing—caring for patients at the bedside—remains 
unchanged. Nurses bring a special compassion and concern for the patient and 
for the patient's family. 


Nurses play a vital role in educating people in how to avoid illness and 
promote good health. 


Nurses are essential to every health care setting—in hospitals, nursing homes, 
ambulatory care centers, and patients’ homes. 


Cardiac, post-surgical, trauma, and burn units require intensive nursing care 
around the clock. Community health nurses enable the elderly to receive 
needed care in their own homes. Nurses trained in maternal and child health 
provide much of the care in urban and rural clinics. 


Nurses with specialized training treat cancer patients, stroke victims, and 
psychiatric patients. Nurse researchers are developing new and better ways to 
improve nursing practice, reduce patient stress, and help patients and their 
families cope with illness. 


The nurses of this country deserve our gratitude for their personal and 
professional contributions to the improved health of American citizens. 


The Congress has, by House Joint Resolution 263, Public Law 97-57, demon- 
strated its commitment by requesting me to designate May 6, 1982, as National 
Recognition Day for Nurses. 


NOW, THEREFORE, I, RONALD REAGAN, President of the United States of 
America, do hereby proclaim May 6, 1982, as National Recognition Day for 
Nurses. 


IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this 24th day of March, 
in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and eighty-two, and of the Independ- 
ence of the United States of America the two hundred and sixth. 


Cn Gig 
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[FR Doe. 82-8402 
Filed 3-25-82; 11:35 am] 
Billing code 3195-01-M 


. 


Presidential Documents 


Proclamation 4914 of March 25, 1982 


Zoo and Aquarium Month, 1982 


By the President of the United States of America 


; A Proclamation 


Zoos and aquariums play a major role in the cultural life of our nation, 
providing a wholesome recreational and educational environment for more 
than 125 million visitors and a living classroom for some 20 million school 
children each year. 


Among the 200 zoos and_ aquariums located in the United States are some of 
the finest facilities in the world. Many of our zoos and aquariums have 
pioneered in efforts to conserve the thousands of species they house. They 
have also collaborated with institutions around the globe to preserve wildlife 
and to develop more sophisticated techniques for exhibiting animals in a 
natural setting. 


Animals are a universal language, and they have appeal to people every- 
where. By enabling us to experience animals firsthand and to learn about their 
habitats, zoos and aquariums have become a valuable and unique asset. 


NOW, THEREFORE, I, RONALD REAGAN, President of the United States of 
America, do hereby designate the month of June, 1982, as Zoo and Aquarium 
Month. 


IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this twenty-fifth day of 
March, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and eighty-two, and of the 
Independence of the United States of America the two hundred and sixth. 


(2 ensad. Res gon 





Rules and Regulations 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains regulatory documents having 
general applicability and legal effect, most 
of which are keyed to and codified in 
the Code of Federal Regulations, which is 
published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 
U.S.C. 1510. 

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold 
by the Superintendent of Documents. 
Prices of new books are listed in the 
first FEDERAL REGISTER issue of each 
month. 


OFFICE OF PERSONNEL 
MANAGEMENT 


5 CFR Part 831 


Retirement; Disclosure of Information 


AGENCY: Office of Personnel 
Management. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: These changes take account 
of OPM’s notice of routine uses of Civil 
Service Retirement records published in 
the Federal Register under the Privacy 
Act of 1974. The purpose is to eliminate 
any misunderstanding that could result 
from the use of different language in the 
retirement regulations. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: April 26, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Kenneth H. Glass, Jr., Chief, Technical 
Analysis Division (202) 632-9677. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Prior to 
the Privacy Act of 1974 disclosure rules 
for retirement records appeared in 5 
CFR 831.106. Similar disclosure rules 
now appear in the annual notice of 
routine uses which the Privacy Act 
requires be published in the Federal 
Register. This revision simplifies 5 CFR 
831.106 by calling attention to the 
annual notice of routine uses; and 

§ 831.1202 is revised to reflect that 
change. 


OPM published a notice of proposed 
rulemaking in the Federal Register on 
April 4, 1980 (45 FR 22953), providing for 
this revision of 5 CFR 831.106. Interested 
parties were given sixty (60) days in 
which to submit comments, suggestions 
or objections to the proposed rule. We 
received no negative comments. 
Approval of the proposed regulations 
was expressed in letters from the 
National Alliance of Federal and Postal 
Employees and the National Federation 
of Federal Employees. 


E. O. 12291, Federal Regulation 


OPM has determined that this is not a 
major rule for the purposes of E.O. 
12291, Federal Regulation, because it 
will not result in: 

(1) An annual effect on the economy 
of $100 million or more; 

(2) A major increase in costs or prices 
for consumers, individual industries, 
Federal, State, or local government 
agencies, or geographic regions; or 

(3) Significant adverse effects on 
competition, employment, investment, 
productivity, innovation, or on the 
ability of United States-based 
enterprises to compete with foreign- 
based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets. 


Regulatory Flexibility Act 


I certify that this regulation will not 
have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities, 
including small businesses, small 
organizational units and small 
governmental jurisdictions. 


U.S. Office of Personnel Management. 
Donald J. Devine, 
Director. 


PART 831—RETIREMENT 


Accordingly, the Office of Personnel 
Management is amending Part 831 of 
Title 5, Code of Federal Regulations, as 
follows: 


1. Section 831.106 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 831.106 Disclosure of information. 


(a)(1) The Office has in its possession 
or under its control records containing 
the following types of information: 

(i) Documentation of Federal service 
subject to the Civil Service Retirement 
System. 

(ii) Documentation of service credit 
and refund claims made under the Civil 
Service Retirement System. 

(iii) Retirement and death claims files, 
including documents supporting the 
retirement application, health benefits 
and life insurance eligibility, medical 
records supporting disability claims, and 
designations of beneficiaries. 

(iv) Claims review and 
correspondence files pertaining to 
benefits under the Federal Employees 
Health Benefits Program. 

(v) Suitability determination files on 
applicants for Federal employment 
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found unsuitable for employment on 
medical grounds. 

(vi) Documentation of claims made for 
life insurance and health benefits by 
annuitants under a Federal Government 
retirement system other than the Civil 
Service Retirement System. 

(vii) Documentation of voluntary 
contributions made by eligible 
individuals. 

(viii) Health Unit medical records for 
OPM employees. 

{2) These records may be disclosed to 
the individual to whom the information 
pertains, or with prior written consent of 
the individual to any agency or other 
person, except that medical evidence 
about which a prudent physician would 
hesitate to inform the individual, will be 
disclosed only to a licensed physician 
designated in writing for that purpose by 
the individual or by his or her 
representative. 

(3) Civil service retirement records 
will be disclosed consistent with the 
provisions of the Privacy Act of 1974 (5 
U.S.C. 552a), including, but not limited 
to, disclosures. ; 

(i) Pursuant to a routine use 
promulgated for such records and 
printed in the Office's annual 
publication of notices of systems of 
records, except that; 

(ii) A beneficiary designated in 
accordance with the provisions of the 
Civil Service Retirement law (5 U.S.C. 
8342(b)) shall, during the lifetime of the 
designator, be disclosed to the 
designator only, at his or her signed, 
written request. Such beneficiary 
designations that may appear in records 
being disclosed must be removed before 
access to a record is permitted. If 
information pertaining to a desigriation 
of beneficiary is specifically asked for 
by a court of competent jurisdiction, it 
may be released to the court, but with a 
written notice that it is released under 
protest. 

(4) Except as provided in paragraphs 
(a)(2) and (a)(3) of this section, the 
Office shall not disclose information 
from the files, records, reports, or other 
papers and documents pertaining to a 
claim filed with the Office, whether 
potential, pending, or adjudicated. This 
information is deemed privileged and 
confidential. 

(b) On written request the Office shall 
return, to the person entitled to them, 
certificates of discharges, adoption 
papers, marriage certificates, decrees of 
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divorce, letters testamentary or of 
administration, when they are no longer 
needed in the settlement of the claim. If 
papers returned constitute part of the 
material and essential evidence in a 
claim, the Office shall retain in the file 
photo or other copies of them or of the 
parts which appear to be of evidential 
value. 

2. Section 831.1202(b) is revised to 
read as follows: 


§ 831.1202 General provisions. 

(b) Reasons and findings that are 
required by this subpart to be given to 
an employee shall be specific and 
detailed except when the reasons or 
findings relate to details of a physical or 
mental condition about which a prudent 
physician would hesitate to inform the 
employee. In such a case, only general 
reasons and findings are given to the 
employee and he or she is informed, as 
provided in § 831.106(a)(2), that the 
medical evidence in his or her file will 
be disclosed to a licensed physician 
whom the individual or his or her 
representative designates in writing for 
that purpose. 


(5 U.S.C. 552a and 8347(a)) 
[FR Doc. 82-8124 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 6325-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service 


7 CFR Part 729 


Peanuts; 1977 Crop of Peanuts: 
Acreage Allotments and Marketing 
Quotas 


AGENCY: Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service, USDA. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This rule deletes the 
regulations codified at 7 CFR 729.106, 
which provides an additional allotment 
for the 1977 crop of Valencia peanuts. It 
is not necessary for this material to 
remain codified. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 26, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Gypsy Banks, Agricultural Economist, 
(ASCS), Analysis Division, U.S. 
Department of Agriculture, P.O. Box 
2415, Washington, D.C. 20013; (202) 447- 
5953. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
final rule has been reviewed under 
USDA procedures in accordance with 
Executive Order 12291 and Secretary's 
Memorandum 1512-1 and has been 
classified “not major.” This rule has 


been classified as “not major” since it 
will not result in: (1) An annual effect on 
the economy of $100 million or more; (2) 
a major increase in costs for consumer, 
industries, Federal, State or local 
governments, or geographical regions; or 
(3) significant adverse effects on 
competition, employment, investment, 
productivity, innovation or the ability of 
United States-based enterprises to 
compete with foreign-based enterprises 
in domestic or export markets. 

The title and number of the Federal 
assistance program that this notice 
applies to are: Title—Commodity Loan 
and Purchases; Number—10.051, as set 
forth in the Catalog of Federal Domestic 
Assistance. This action will not have a 
significant impact specifically on area 
and community development. Therefore, 
review as established by OMB Circular 
A-95 was not used to assure that units 
of local government are informed of this 
action. 

It has been determined that the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act is not 
applicable to this final rule since 
Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service (ASCS) is not 
required by 5 U.S.C. 553 or any other 
provision of law to publish a notice of 
proposed rulemaking with respect to this 
subject matter of this rule. 

The Agricultural Adjustment Act of 
1938, as amended (hereinafter referred 
to as the “Act”), requires the Secretary 
of Agriculture to announce acreage 
allotments and poundage quotas 
annually. After the announcement of 
allotments and quotas for the 1977 crop 
of peanuts, it was determined that 
Valencia type peanuts were in short 
supply. To alleviate the shortage, 
allotments for Valencia type peanuts 
were increased. This determination was 
published in the Federal Register as a 
final rule and codified in the Code of 
Federal Regulations. However, this 
provision is now obsolete and there is 
no longer any reason for carrying it in 
the Code of Federal Regulations. 

Furthermore, since such 
determinations are only applicable to 
individual crop years, such 
determinations will be published in the 
future as notices in the Federal Register, 
rather than as final rules which are then 
codified. This procedure will reduce 
government costs and will contribute to 
the goal of simplifying federal 
regulations. 

Since this final rule makes no 
substantive change in the regulations 
but merely deletes the allotment 
‘determination which was published in 
the Code of Federal Regulations, it has 
been determined that no further public 
rulemaking is required. However, this 
acreage determination previously 
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appearing in 7 CFR 729.106 remains 
applicable to the 1977-crop of Valencia 
peanuts. 


. Final Rule 


PART 729—PEANUTS 


Accordingly, 7 CFR Part 729 is 
amended as follows: 


§729.106 [Removed] 
1. 7 CFR 729.106 is hereby removed 
from the Code of Federal Regulations. 
2. The material removed by this final 
rule shall remain in full force and effect 
with respect to the crop year to which it 
was applicable. 
(Sec. 358(c)(2), 65 Stat. 29, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 1358(c)(2); sec. 375, 52 Stat. 66, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 1375)) 
Signed at Washington, D.C. on March 16, 
1982. 
Everett Rank, 
Administrator, Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service. 
[FR Doc. 82-8122 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-05-M 


Agricultural Marketing Service 
7 CFR Part 910 


[Lemon een 352; Lemon Regulation 
351, Amendment 1 


Lemons Grown in California and 
Arizona; Limitation of Handling 


AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service, 
USDA. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This action establishes the 
quantity of California-Arizona lemons 
that may be shipped to the fresh market 
during the period March 28-April 3, 
1982, and increases the quantity of 
lemons that may be shipped during the 
period March 21-27, 1982. Such action is 
needed to provide for orderly marketing 
of fresh lemons for the periods specified 
due to the marketing situation 
confronting the lemon industry. 


EFFECTIVE DATES: The regulation 
becomes effective March 28, 1982 and 
the amendment is effective for the 
period March 21-27, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
William J. Doyle, Acting Chief, Fruit 
Branch, F&V, AMS, USDA, Washington, 
D.C. 20250, telephone 202-447-5975. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This rule 
has been reviewed under Secretary's 
Memorandum 1512-1 and Executive 
Order 12291 and has been designated a 
“non-major” rule. This regulation and 
amendment are issued under the 
marketing agreement, as amended (7 
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CFR Part 910), regulating the handling of 
lemons grown in California and Arizona. 
The agreement and order are effective 
under the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601-674). The action is based 
upon the recommendations and 
information submitted by the Lemon 
Administrative Committee and upon 
other available information. It is hereby 
found that this action will tend to 
effectuate the declared policy of the act. 

This action is consistent with the 
marketing policy for 1981-82. The 
marketing policy was recommended by 
the committee following discussion at a 
public meeting on July 7, 1981. The 
committee met again publicly on March 
23, 1982, at Los Angeles, California, to 
consider the current and prospective 
conditions of supply and demand and 
recommended a quantity of lemons 
deemed advisable to be handled during 
the specified weeks. The committee 
reports the demand for lemons is 
improving. 

It is further found that it is 
impracticable and contrary to the public 
interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rulemaking, and 
postpone the effective date until 30 days 
after publication in the Federal Register 
(5 U.S.C. 553), because of insufficient 
time between the date when information 
became available upon which this 
regulation and amendment are based 
and the effective date necessary to 
effectuate the declared policy of the act. 
Interested persons were given an 
opportunity to submit information and 
views on the regulation at an open 
meeting, and the amendment relieves 
restrictions on the handling of lemons. It 
is necessary to effectuate the declared 
purposes of the act to make these 
regulatory provisions effective as 
specified, and handlers have been 
apprised of such provisions and the 
effective times. 


PART 910—LEMONS GROWN IN 
CALIFORNIA AND ARIZONA 


1. Section 910.652 is added as follows: 


§ 910.652 Lemon Regulation 352. 

The quantity of lemons grown in 
California and Arizona which may be 
handled during the period March 28, 
1982, through April 3, 1982, is 
established at 255,000 cartons. 

2. Section 910.651 Lemon Regulation 
351 (47 FR 11816) is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 910.651 Lemon Regulation 351. 


The quantity of lemons grown in 
California and Arizona which may be 
handled during the period March 21, 


1982, through March 27, 1982, is 
established at 255,000 cartons. 
(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: March 25, 1982. 
D. S. Kuryloski, : 
Director, Fruit and Vegetable Division, 
Agricultural Marketing Service. 
[FR Doc. 82-6403 Filed 3-25-82; 11:36 pm] 
BILLING CODE 3410-02-M 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


immigration and Naturalization 
Service 


8 CFR Part 238 


Contracts With Transportation Lines; 
Addition of Nigeria Airways Limited 
and Pilgrim Aviation & Airlines, inc. 


AGENCY: Immigration and Naturalization 
Service, Justice. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This rule adds Nigeria 
Airways Limited and Pilgrim Aviation & 
Airlines, Inc. to the list of carriers which 
have entered into agreements with the 
Service to guarantee the passage 
through the United States in immediate 
and continuous transit of aliens destined 
to foreign countries. 

EFFECTIVE DATES: Effective date of 
agreement with Nigeria Airways 
Limited: February 12, 1982. 

Effective date of agreement with 
Pilgrim Aviation & Airlines, Inc.: 
February 18, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Stanley J. Kieszkiel, Acting Instructions 
Officer, Immigration and Naturalization 
Service, 425 I Street NW., Washington, 
DC 20536, Telephone: (202) 633-3048. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
amendment to 8 CFR 238.3 is published 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552. The 
Commissioner of Immigration and 
Naturalization Service entered into 
agreements with Nigeria Airways 
Limited on February 12, 1982, and with 
Pilgrim Aviation & Airlines, Inc., (d/b/a 
Pilgrim Airlines), on February 18, 1982 to 
guarantee passage through the United 
States in immediate and continuous 
transit of aliens destined to foreign 
countries. 

The agreement provides for the 
waiver of certain documentary 
requirements and facilitates the air 
travel of passengers on international 
flights while passing through the United 
States. 

Compliance with 5 U.S.C. 553 as to 
notice of proposed rulemaking and 
delayed effective date is unnecessary 
because the amendment merely makes 


editorial changes to the listing of 
transportational lines. 

In accordance with 5 U.S.C. 605{b), the 
Commissioner of Immigration and 
Naturalization certifies that the rule will 
not have a significant impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 

This order constitutes a notice to the 
public under 5 U.S.C. 552 and is not a 
rule within the definition of section 1{a) 
of E.O. 12291. 

Accordingly, 8 CFR Part 238 is 
amended as follows: 


PART 238—CONTRACTS WITH 
TRANSPORTATION LINES 


§ 238.3 [Amended] 

In § 238.3 Aliens in immediate and 
continuous transit, the listing of 
transportation lines in paragraph (b) 
Signatory lines is amended by: 

1. Adding in alphabetical sequence, 
“Nigeria Airways Limited”. 

2. Adding in alphabetical sequence, 
“Pilgrim Aviation & Airlines, Inc., (d/b/a 
Pilgrim Airlines)”. 

(Secs. 103, 66 Stat. 173 (8 U.S.C. 1103); 238, 66 
Stat. 202 (8 U.S.C. 1228)} 
Dated: March 19, 1982. 
Alan C. Nelson, 
Commissioner of Immigration and 
Naturalization. 
[FR Doc. 82-8142 Filed 3-25-82: 845 am] 
BILLING CODE 4410-10-M 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 


10 CFR Part 35 


Group Licensing for Certain Medical 
Uses 


AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Nuclear Regulatory - 
Commission (NRC) is amending its 
regulations to add a new reagent kit, 
used to prepare the radiopharmaceutical 
technetium-99m labeled disofenin, to its 
list of authorized radioactive drugs and 
reagent kits. NRC is taking this action 
because the Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) recently approved 
a “New Drug Application” for this 
reagent kit. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 26, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Elizabeth G. Rodenbeck, Office of 
Nuclear Regulatory Research, U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20555, (Telephone 
301-427-4580). 
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Notice is 
hereby given of the amendment of the 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission’s 
regulation, “Human Uses of Byproduct 
Material,” 10 CFR Part 35. 

Section 35.100 of 10 CFR Part 35 lists 
groups of medical uses of byproduct 
material that have similar requirements 
for user training and experience, 
facilities and equipment, and radiation 
safety procedures. The purpose of this 
grouping is to reduce administrative 
costs by eliminating the need for 
licensees to seek an amendment to their 
license each time they wish to use an 
additional radiopharmaceutical in a 
group for which they are licensed. As 
new radiopharmaceuticals, sources, 
devices, and uses are developed and 
approved by FDA, they are added to the 
appropriate group in § 35.100. The FDA 
has recently approved a “New Drug 
Application” for a reagent kit that is 
used to prepare the 
radiopharmaceutical, technetium-99m 
labeled disofenin, and the use of this 
reagent kit is hereby added to Group III. 

As described in NRC’s medical policy 
statement that was published in the 
Federal Register on February 9, 1979 (44 
FR 8242), the NRC relies on FDA for 
approval of safety and effectiveness of 
radioactive drugs. The Commission has 
found that good cause exists for omitting 
notice of proposed rulemaking and 
public procedure thereon, because it 
would be contrary to the public interest 
to delay the use of this FDA-approved 
product by group medical licensees. 
Since the amendment relieves licensees 
from restrictions under regulations 

-currently in effect, it may become 
effective without the customary 30-day 
notice. 

Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954, as amended, the Energy 
Reorganization Act of 1974, as amended, 
and section 553 of Title 5 of the United 
States Code, the following amendments 
to Title 10 Chapter I, Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 35 are published as a — 
document subject to codification. 


PART 35—HUMAN USES OF 
BYPRODUCT MATERIAL 


1. The authority citation for Part 35 is 
revised to read as follows: 


Authority: Secs. 81, 161, 182, 183, 68 Stat. 
935, 948, 953, 954, as amended (42 U.S.C. 2111, 
2201, 2232, 2233); sec. 201, 88 Stat. 1242, as 
amended by Pub. L. 94-79, 89 Stat. 413 (42 
U.S.C. 5841). 


For the purposes of sec. 223, 68 Stat. 958, 
as amended (42 U.S.C. 2273); §§ 35.2, 
35.14 (b), (e) and (f), 35.21(a), 35.22(a), 
35.24, and 35.31 (b) and (c) are issued 
under sec. 161b, 68 Stat. 948, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 2201(b)); and 


§§ 35.14(b)(5)(ii), (iii) and (v) and (f)(2), 
35.25 and 35.31(d) are issued under sec. 
1610, 68 Stat. 950, as amended (42 U.S.C. 
2201(0)). ; 


§§ 35.4, 35.12, 35.14, 35.31 and 35.100 
[Amended] 

2. Remove the authority citations 
following §§ 35.4, 35.12, 35.14, 35.31, 
35.100, the authority citation following 
the undesignated center heading reading 
“Special Requirements for Teletherapy 
Licensees,” and the authority citation 
following the undesignated center 
heading reading “Misadministration 
Reports and Records.” 

3. Section 35.100 is amended by 
removing the word “and” following 
paragraph (c)(4)(xi), and adding a new 
paragraph (c)(4)(xii) to read as follows: 


§ 35.100 Schedule A—Groups of medical 
uses of byproduct material. 
* os * . 


~ \ 


(c) * 2 


(4) * *& @ 

(xii) Disofenin; and 
* * * * ? 

Dated at Bethesda, MD, this 8th day of 
February 1981. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
William J. Dircks, 
Executive Director for Operations. 
[FR Doc. 82-8215 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


10 CFR Part 51 


Need for Power and Alternative 
Energy Issues in Operating License 
Proceedings 


AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Commission is amending 


its regulations in 10 CFR Part 51, 
“Licensing and Regulatory Policy and 
Procedures for Environmental 
Protection,” to provide that, for National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
purposes, need for power and 
alternative energy source issues will not 
be considered in operating license 
proceedings for nuclear power plants. In 
addition, these issues need not be 
addressed by operating license 
applicants in environmental reports to 
the NRC, nor by the staff in 
environmental impact statements (EIS), 
in operating license proceedings. The 
purpose of these amendments is to 
avoid unnecessary consideration of 
issues that are not likely to tilt the cost- 
benefit balance. This rule affects 
applicants for operating licenses for 
nuclear power plants. 


Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 59 / Friday, March 26, 1982 / Rules and Regulations 


EFFECTIVE DATE: April 26, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Darrel A. Nash, Office of State 
Programs, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555. 
Telephone: (301) 492-9882. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Background of the Rule 


On August 3, 1981, the Commission 
published in the Federal Register (46 FR 
39440) for public comment, proposed 
amendments to 10 CFR Part 51 of its 
regulations. As discussed in the 
statement of considerations which 
accompanied the proposed rule, the 
purpose of these amendments is to 
avoid unnecessary consideration of 
issues that are not likely to tilt the cost- 
benefit balance by effectively 
eliminating need for power and 
alternative energy source issues from 
consideration at the operating license 
stage. In accordance with the 
Commission's NEPA responsibilities, the 
need for power and alternative energy 
sources are resolved in the construction 
permit proceeding. The Commission 
stated its tentative conclusion that while 
there is no diminution of the importance 
of these issues at the construction 
permit stage, the situation is such that at 
the time of the operating license 
proceeding the plant would be needed to 
either meet increased erfergy needs or 
replace older less economical generating 
capacity and that no viable alternatives 
to the completed nuclear plant are likely 
to exist which could tip the NEPA cost- 
benefit balance against issuance of the 
operating license. Past experience has 
shown this to be the case. In addition, 
this conclusion is unlikely to change 
even if an alternative is shown to be 
marginally environmentally superior in 
comparison to operation of a nuclear 
facility because of the economic 
advantage which operation of nuclear 
power plants has over available fossil 
generating plants. An exception to the 
rule would be made if, in a particular 
case, special circumstances are shown 
in accordance with 10 CFR 2.758 of the 
Commission's regulations. 

Comments were invited particularly 
on the following issues: 

(1) Whether two articles, one by 
Amory and Hunter Lovins and the other 
by Amory Lovins, Hunter Lovins, and 
Leonard Ross, correctly state that a 
mixture of conservation and alternative 
sources would usually cost less than 
operating a nuclear plant, and therefore 
a newly completed nuclear plant should 
be written off; and 
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(2) Whether the rule, if adopted, 
should be applied to ongoing licensing 
proceedings. 

Fifty-three letters of public comment 
were received on the proposed rule. 
Twenty-nine commenters supported the 
proposed rule change, and twerity-four 
were opposed. There were a few 
relatively minor modifications proposed 
for the promulgation of the final rule. 
The more significant comments and the 
Commission responses are given below. 


Comments and Responses 


Comment—Eight commenters, all of 
whom favored the rule change, 
expressed views on the articles by 
Lovins and Ross which state that 
conservation plus other energy forms 
usually result in lower cost than 
operation of a nuclear plant.' The 
comments were directed to various 
aspects of these articles which in the 
commenters views contain errors and 
omissions. Significant deficiencies 
mentioned were that the analysis is far 
from complete, it contains questionable 
costs figures, fails to discuss the rate at 
which conservation and alternative 
energy sources could be employed, fails 
to discuss the institutional measures 
that might be necessary to implement 
these changes, and fails to discuss the 
envirorimental consequences and 
societal costs of these actions. Some 
commenters stated that the approach in 
these articles would require coercion of 
utilities or final customers to achieve the 
energy use mix advocated. Mr. Amory 
‘Lovins was a commenter on the 
proposed rule and reiterated the 
conclusions stated in the two articles. 
He stated that the details of his 
argument had not been worked out, but 
that his engineering/economic analyses 
made him confident this finding would 
be supported, 

Response—The Commission has 
evaluated these comments and further 
reviewed the two articles. The 
Commission does not necessarily agree 
with the varied comments on these 
articles. However, the Commission finds 
the articles lack sufficient analysis and 
documentation to support the arguments 
made. Moreover, the Commission is not 
aware of any other reliable and 
documented information which confirms 
that the Lovins-Ross conclusions are 
valid. On the other hand substantial 
information exists, such as that cited in 
the Supplementary Information of the 
proposed rule, which shows that nuclear 


' Amory and Hunter Lovins, Energy/War: 
Breaking the Nuclear Link, Friends of the Earth, 
1980, pp. 48-49 and footnotes 109-111, and Amory B. 
Lovins, L. Hunter Lovins, and Leonard Ross, 
“Nuclear Power and-Nuclear Bombs”, Foreign 
Affairs 58-1137-77, (Summer, 1980). 


plants are lower cost to operate than 
fossil plants.” If conservation lowers 
demand, then utility companies take the 
most expensive operating plants off-line 
first. Thus a completed nuclear plant 
would be used as a substitute for less 
economical generating capacity. 
Therefore, the Commission concludes 
that studies such as those cited in the 
proposed rule should be relied on to 
reach conclusions on comparative 
energy costs, rather than the Lovins- 
Ross articles. 

Comments—Ten commenters 
addressed the issue of whether the rule 
change, if adopted, should apply to 
ongoing licensing proceedings then 
pending and to issues or contentions 
therein. Three commenters who opposed 
the rule commented that changing 
conditions since the CP should warrant 
not making the rule applicable to 
pending OL proceedings. The 
commenters who favor the proposed 
rule made comments which can be 
summarized as arguing that the reasons 
for eliminating the review at the OL 
stage were no less valid for ongoing 
cases than for future proceedings. 

Response—The Commission believes 
that there is no compelling reason why 
pending operating license p i 
should be treated differently than future 
proceedings. Since need for power and 
alternative energy source issues were 
considered at the CP stage for all 
pending OL proceedings, in the absence 
of special circumstances, there is no 
more reason to believe that these issues 
would tip the NEPA cost-benefit balance 
against issuance of the operating license 
in pending cases than in future cases. 
Accordingly, the rule, when effective, 
will apply to pending operating license 
proceedings. 

Comments—Three comments were 
made on the provision allowing need for 
power and alternative energy sources to 
be raised under 10 CFR 2.758. An 
example of how § 2.758 could be used to 
raise need for power and alternative 
energy source issues was given in the 
Supplementary Information to the 
proposed rule: “* * * special 
circumstances could exist if for 
example, it could be shown that nuclear 
plant operations would entail 
unexpected and significant adverse 
environmental impacts or that an 
environmentally and economically 
superior alternative existed.” The 


? See Steam-Electric Plant Construction Cost & 
Annual Production Expenses—1978, December 1980, 
DOE/EIA-0033(78); Draft Environmental Statement 
Relating to the Operation of Grand Gulf Nuclear 
Station Units 1 and 2, NUREG-0777, May 1981, pp. 
2-1 to 3-1; Cost & Quality of Fuels for Electric 
Utility Plants—December 1980, DOE/EIA-0075(80/ 
12). 
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commenters stated that the 
requirements for raising these issues 
under § 2.758 as written in the 
Supplementary Information should be 
modified because they believe the 
example would defeat the purpose of the 
rulemaking by making it as easy to 
require these issues to be treated as is 
the case under current rules. 

Response—The Commission does not 
agree. Section 2.758{c) requires the 
petitioning party to make a prima facie 
showing that application of the 
regulation to a particular aspect of the 
proceeding would not serve the 
purposes for which the rule was 
adopted. This is a much stricter~ 
standard then the current requirements 
for raising need for power and 
alternative energy sources in OL 
proceedings. 

Comments—Four commenters noted 
that no mention was made of whether 
need for power and alternative energy 
sources needed to be addressed in 
NRC's operating license environmental 
impact statements {EIS’s). The 
expressed concern was that silence on 
these issues may be interpreted to mean 
that they must still be treated in EIS’s. 

Response—The Commission does not 
intend that these issues be reexamined 
in every environmental impact 
statement prepared at the operating 
license stage. Accordingly, to avoid 
possible confusion, the final rule has a 
conforming change to generally exclude 
treatment of these issues in the EIS by 
modifying § 51.23. However, in very 
unusual cases, such as where it appears 
that an alternative exists that is clearly 
and substantially environmentally 
superior, the Commission would be 
obligated under NEPA to address these 
issues in its environmental impact 
statement. In such cases the 
Commission would address the issues in 
the environmental impact statement and 
would require the license applicant to 
address these issues in its 
environmental report as well. 
Accordingly, §§ 51.21 and 51.23 have 
been revised to make clear that while 
discussion of need for power and 
alternative energy source issues is 
generally not needed in environmental 
statements and reports at the operating 
license stage, discussion may be 
required by the Commission. The 
purpose of this change is to give the 
Commission the same latitude to 
consider environmental issues in special 
circumstances where no hearing is 
involved or before a hearing as it has 
under § 2.758 where a hearing is 
involved. 

Comments—The Natural Resources 
Defense Council, Inc. (NRDC) stated 
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that the proposed rule is legally 
impermissible under NEPA. NRDC’s 
belief that the proposed rule is legally 
impermissible under NEPA is grounded 
on its assertion that the Commission's 
interpretation of Ca/vert Cliffs 
Coordinating Committee, Inc., v. A.E.C., 
449 F.2d 1109 (D.C. Cir. 1971) and Union 
of Concerned Scientists v. A.E.C., 499 
F.2d 1069 (D.C. Cir. 1974) in the 
Supplementary Information which 
accompanied the proposed rule is overly 
broad. In addition, NRDC asserts the 
rule does not comply with the 
Commission's duty under NEPA to 
consider alternatives at the operating 
license stage. 

Response—The Commission disagrees 
and continues to believe that those 
cases support the proposition that NEPA 
does not require the Commission to 
duplicate at the operating license stage 
its review of alternatives absent new 
information or new developments. This 
is made clear in Union of Concerned 
Scientists wherein the Court explicitly 
stated “we expressly said in that 
opinion (referring to Calvert Cliffs) that 
full NEPA consideration ‘need not be 
duplicated absent new information or 
new developments, at the operating 
license stage.’ ” * UCS at 1079. 
Alternative energy source issues receive 
and will continue to receive extensive 
consideration at the CP stage. However, 
judicial precedent makes clear that 
NEPA requires agency decisionmakers 
to only consider reasonable alternatives. 
Friends of the Earth v. Coleman, 513 
F.2d 295 (9th Cir. 1975); Natural 
Resources Defense Council v. Morton, 
458 F.2d 827 (D.C. Cir. 1972). Moreover, 
it is well settled that environmental 
issues need not be continually 
relitigated in individual adjudicato 
proceédings, but may be resolved on a 
generic basis through rulemaking 
without violating NEPA. See Ecology 
Action v. A.E.C., 492 F.2d 998, 1002 (2nd 
Cir. 1974), Union of Concerned 
Scientists v. A.E.C., 499 F.2d 1069 (D.C. 
Cir. 1974) and Natural Resources 
Defense Council v. N.R.C., 547 F.2d 633, 
641 (D.C. Cir. 1976), rev'd on other 
grounds and remanded sub nom. 
Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp. 
v. NRDC, 435 U.S. 519 (1978). This rule, 
in the absence of a showing of special 
circumstances, resolves need for power 
and alternative energy source issues in 
OL proceedings on a generic basis. 


*See also 40 CFR § 1508.28 of the NEPA 
regulations of the Council of Environmental Quality. 
That regulation encourages agencies to “tier” 
environmental impact statements when it “helps the 
lead agency to focus on the issues ripe for decision 
and exclude from consideration issues already 
decided* * *" (emphasis added). This comment 
was also made by one of the commenters. 


Accordingly, the Commission believes 
that the rule complies with the 
requirements in NEPA. 

Comment—Four commenters noted 
that the proposed rule change did not 
mention the elimination of alternative 
site analysis at the OL stage, even 
though this has already been eliminated 
by rule change (46 FR 28630). 

Response—The omission in the 
proposed rule of the language in 10 CFR 
51.21 which eliminates the consideration 
of alternative sites at the OL stage has 
been reflected in the final rule. In 
addition, a reference to the elimination 
of consideration of alternative sites in 
environmental impact statements has 
been added to § 51.23(e). 10 CFR 51.53(b) 
which eliminates consideration of 
alternative sites at the OL hearing 
process is already a part of the 
Commission's rules. 

Comments—Three commenters who 
favored the rule change stated that 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Boards 
may be able to initiate consideration of 
need for power and alternative energy 
sources, (sua sponte) even though 
parties to the proceeding may not. 

Response—The Commission does not 
believe that it is necessary to prohibit 
licensing boards from bringing up issues 
on their own initiative, since 10 CFR 
2.760a limits this action to serious 
safety, environmental or common 
defense and security matters. 

Comments—Seventeen of the 
commenters who were opposed to the 
rule change stated generally that 
changed conditions between the time of 
the construction permit proceeding (CP) 
and the operating license proceeding 
(OL) such as increased costs, lower 
demand, new information, and new 
technologies warranted a consideration 
of these issues at the OL stage and a 
new determination made on need for 
power and alternative energy sources. 

Response—While it is true that 
certain factors may change between the 
CP and the OL proceeding, the notice of 
proposed rulemaking sets forth why it is 
unlikely that these changes would tip 
the NEPA cost-benefit balance against 
issuance of the operating license. As 
more fully set forth in the notice, 
experience shows that completed 
nuclear power plants are used to their 
maximum availability and that there has 
never been a finding in a Commission 
OL proceeding that a viable 
environmentally superior alternative to 
operation of the nuclear facility exists. 
The Commission expects this to be true 
for the foreseeable future and hence, in 
the absence of a showing of spécial 
circumstances, consideration of these 
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issues in individual OL proceedings is 
not necessary. 


Regulatory Flexibility Statement 


In accordance with the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act of 1980, 5 U.S.C. 605(b), 
the Commission hereby certifies that 
this rule will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of'small entities. The rule 
eliminates certain reporting 
requirements for owners of nuclear 
power plants licensed pursuant to 
sections 103 and 104b of the Atomic 
Energy Act, as amended, 42 U.S.C. 2133, 
2134b. Owners of nuclear power plants 
are not within the definition of small 
business found in section 3 of the Small 
Business Act, 15 U.S.C. 632, or within 
the Small Business Size Standards set 
forth in 13 CFR Part 121. 

Accordingly, the Commission is 
amending its regulations in 10 CFR Part 
51 to provide that need for power and 
alternative energy source issues will not 
be considered in operating license 
proceedings for nuclear power plants 
and need not be addressed by operating 
license applicants in environmental 
reports submitted to the NRC nor by the 
staff in environmental impact 
statements (EIS’s), at the operating 
license stage. An exception to or waiver 
of the rule will be permitted in particular 
cases if special circumstances are 
shown in accordance with 10 CFR 2.758 
of the Commission's regulations, 
“Consideration of Commission rules and 
regulations in adjudicatory 
proceedings.” The rule will be applied to 
ongoing licensing proceedings then 
pending on its effective date and to 
issues or contentions therein. 

Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954, as amended, the National 
Environmental Policy Act, of 1969, as 
amended, the Energy Reorganization 
Act of 1974, as amended, and section 
553 of Title 5 of the United States Code, 
notice is hereby given of the adoption of 
the following amendments to 10 CFR 
Part 51. 


PART 51—LICENSING AND 
REGULATORY POLICY AND 
PROCEDURES FOR ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION 


1. The authority citation for Part 51 is 
revised to read as follows: 


Authority: Sec. 161b., h, i and o. 68 Stat. 
948, 949 and 950, as amended (42 U.S.C. 
2201(b), (h), (i) and (0)}; secs. 201, 202, 88 Stat. 
1242-1244, as amended (42 U.S.C. 5841, 5842). 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, 
secs, 102, 104 and 105, 83 Stat. 853-854, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 4332, 4334, 4335). 
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2. Section 51.21 is revised to read as 
follows: 
§ 51.21 Applicant's Environmental 
Report—Operating License Stage. 

Each applicant for a license to operate 
a production or utilization facility 
covered by § 51.5(a) shall submit with 
its application the number of copies, as 
specified in § 51.40, of a separate 
document, to be entitled “Applicant's 
Environmental Report—Operating 
License Stage,” which discusses the 
same matters described in § 51.20 but 
only to the extent that they differ from 
those discussed or reflect new 
information in addition to that discussed 
in the final environmental impact 
statement prepared by the Commission 
in connection with the construction 
permit. The “Applicant’s Environmental 
Report—Operating License Stage” may 
incorporate by reference any 
information contained in the Applicant's 
Environmental Report or final 
environmental impact statement 
previously prepared in connection with 
the construction permit. With respect to 
the operation of nuclear reactors, the 
applicant, unless otherwise required by 
the Commission, shall submit the 
“Applicant’s Environmental Report— 
Operating License Stage” only in 
connection with the first licensing action 
that would authorize full power 
operation of the facility. No discussion 
of need for power or alternative energy 
sources or alternative sites for the 
proposed plant is required in the report, 
unless otherwise required by the 
Commission. 

3. Section 51.23 paragraph (e) is 
revised to read as follows: 


§ 51.23 Contents of draft environmental 
statements. 
* 7 * . + 

(e) Other considerations. A draft 
environmental impact statement 
prepared in connection with the 
issuance of an operating license will 
cover only matters which differ from, or 
which reflect new information in 
addition to, those matters discussed in 
the final environmental impact 
statement prepared in connection with 
the issuance of the construction permit. 
The draft statement may incorporate by 
reference any information contained in 
that final environmental statement. With 
respect to the operation of nuclear 
reactors, unless otherwise determined 
by the Commission, the draft statement 
will be prepared only in connection with 
the first licensing action that authorizes 
full power operation of the facility. In 
the case of environmental impact 
statements prepared in connection with 
operating licenses for nuclear reactors 


no discussion of need for power or 
alternative energy sources or alternative 
sites is required, unless otherwise 
required by the Commission. 


* * * = * 


4. Section 51.53 is amended by adding 
a new paragraph (c) to read as follows: 
§ 51.53 Hearings—Operating licenses. 
= * * * * 

(c) Presiding officers shall not admit 
contentions proffered by any party 
concerning need for power or 
alternative energy sources for the 
proposed plant in operating license 
hearings. 

Dated at Washington D.C. this 22nd day of 
March, 1962. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Samuel J. Chilk, 

Secretary of the Commission. 
{FR Doc. 82-8285 Filed 3-25-82; 6:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE _ 
CORPORATION 


12 CFR Part 303 


Director, Division of Bank Supervision 
and Regional Directors; Delegation of 
Authority to Approve Applications for 
Deposit insurance 


AGENCY: Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation. 


ACTION: Finai rule. 


SUMMARY: FDIC’s Board of Directors is 


delegating to the Director of its Division 
of Bank Supervision and to its regional 
directors authority, if delineated criteria 
are met, to approve, but not to deny, 
deposit insurance applications. FDIC 
expects this action will shorten the 
processing time for routine applications 
and will reduce FDIC’s costs for 
processing applications. 

DATE: Effective on March 26, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ken A. Quincy, (202) 389-4141. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under 
section 5 of the Federal Deposit 
Insurance Act (the “FDI Act,” 12 U.S.C. 
1815), any State-chartered bank that is 
not a member of the Federal Reserve 
System (“State nonmember bank”) and 
any branch of a foreign bank must apply 
to the FDIC to obtain Federal deposit 
insurance. In the past, all final 
determinations on applications for 
deposit insurance have been made by 
FDIC's Board of Directors. 

FDIC is now delegating greater 
responsibility for the approval of . 
applications. In doing so, it expects to 
shorten the processing time for routine 
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applications and to reduce FDIC’s costs 
for processing applications. 

FDIC is delegating to the Director of 
its Division of Bank Supervision (“DBS”) 
and, where confirmed in writing by the 
Director, to the regional director of the 
FDIC region in which the applicant bank 
is located, authority to approve, but not 
to deny, applications for deposit 
insurance submitted by proposed or 
newly organized State nonmember 
banks. This delegation, however, is 
effective only when (1) a favorable 
determination is made by the delegate 
with respect to each of the six statutory 
factors contained in section 6 of the FDI 
Act (12 U.S.C. 1816) and (2) the 
guidelines established in FDIC's policy 
statement on “Applications for Deposit 
Insurance” are satisfied. (Copies of 
FDIC's policy statement on 
“Applications for Deposit Insurance” 
are available from FDIC's Executive 
Secretary or any of FDIC's regional 
offices.) Among the criteria that the 
delegate must determine exist before an 
application may be approved under 
delegated authority are the following: 

(1) Equity capital is not less than 
$750,000; 


(2) Legal fees and other expenses 
incurred in connection with the 
proposed new bank are determined to 
be reasonable; 

(3) No unresolved “management 
interlocks,” as defined by the 
Depository Institution Management 
Interlocks Act (12 U.S.C. 3201), exist; 

(4) The projected ratio of equity 
capital and reserves to assets, including 
projected profits and losses, is at least 
10 percent at the end of the third year of 
operation; 

(5) Profitable operations are projected 
at least for the third year of operation; 

(6) The proposed aggregate direct and 
indirect investment in fixed assets is 
determined to be reasonable relafive to 
the applicant's proposed equity 
capitalization, projected earnings 
capacity, and other pertinent bases of 
consideration; 

(7) Any financial arrangements made 
or proposed in connection with the 
proposed bank involving the applicant's 
directors, officers, 5 percent 
shareholders or their interests are 
determined to be fair and made on 
substantially the same terms as those 
prevailing at the time for comparable 
transactions with noninsiders and do 
not involve more than normal risk or 
present other unfavorable features. The 
applicant also must have fully disclosed, 
or agree to disclose fully, any such 
arrangement to all of its proposed 
directors and shareholders prior to the 
opening of the bank; 
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(8) A qualified full-time chief 
executive officer has been selected; 

(9) There are no fewer than five 
proposed directors; 

(10) Stock financing arrangements 
conform to the guidelines established in 
FDIC's policy statement on 
“Applications for Deposit Insurance”; 
provided, however, that the authority to 
make a determination may not be 
subdelegated to a regional director (a) 
where there is direct or indirect 
financing, by proposed directors and 
officers and 5 percent or more 
shareholders, of more than 75 percent of 
the purchase price of the stock 
subscribed to by any one individual, or 
(b) where there is aggregate financing of 
stock subscriptions in excess of 50 
percent of the total capital offered, or (c) 
where warehoused or trusteed stock 
exceeds 10 percent of initial capital 
funds; 

(11) The applicant is determined to be 
in compliance with the Community 
Reinvestment Act of 1977 (12 U.S.C. 
2901-05) and applicable, implementing 
regulations (12 CFR Part 345); provided, 


however, that the authority to make this - 
determination may not be subdelegated - 


to a regional director if a protest under 
the Community Reinvestment Act is 
filed, other than a protest filed for 
competitive reasons by a financial 
institution; and 

(12) Management, fidelity coverage 
accrual accounting, and compliance 
with the National Historic Preservation 
Act (16 U.S.C. 470) and the National 
Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 
4321) are favorably resolved in 
accordance with the guidelines set forth 
in FDIC's policy statement on 
“Applications for Deposit Insurance.” 

During the period from January 1, 1980 
through September 30, 1981, a total of 
177 applications for deposit insurance 
by proposed new banks were submitted 
to FDIC’s Board of Directors for action. 
Most of these were routine in nature 
with no significant questions involved. - 
Had the new delegations been in effect, 
probably 133 of these applications could 
have been acted on by regional directors 
or by the Director of DBS. FDIC 
estimates that average processing time 
for the 133 applications could have been 
reduced by 53 days and the total cost 
associated with processing them 
decreased substantially in FDIC salary 
expenses alone. In addition to these 
benefits, FDIC’s Board of Directors 
would not have been required to review 
routine applications and, as a : 
consequence, could have focused more 
on matters of greater substance and 
concern. 

As an alternative, FDIC could have 
delegated even broader authority. This 


could have included: Authority to 
approve applications for insurance by 
branches of foreign banks; or authority 
to deny, as well as to approve, 
applications from new banks. FDIC has 
not had sufficient experience in 
reviewing applications for insurance 
from branches of foreign banks to 
establish objective criteria for 
delegation. In addition, there are so few 
applications from foreign banks that 
there would be little gain from 
delegating authority to approve 
applications from foreign banks. As a 
result, authority was not delegated to 
approve insurance applications from 
foreign banks. FDIC thinks that only the 
Board of Directors should make a final 
determination to deny an application for 
deposit insurance. Therefore, delegation 
of authority to deny applications was 
not considered. 

Because the amendments are internal 
in nature (i.e., affect who at FDIC may 
approve an application), these changes 
in FDIC procedures will have no adverse 
effect on any insured bank. To the 
extent the changes will have an effect, 
they will shorten the time required to 
process some applications and speed 
the approval of applications. The 
changes will not affect the 
recordkeeping, reporting requirements, 
or competitive status of banks. In view 
of this, FDIC has concluded that a cost- 
benefit analysis (including a small bank 
impact statement) regarding the changes 
is unnecessary. In addition, because this 
is a regulation on FDIC organization, the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act does not 
apply and no regulatory flexibility 
analysis is needed. 

Because these amendments merely 
represent internal delegations and 
adoption will benefit the public by 
speeding the processing of applications 
and reducing costs, the Board of 
Directors of the FDIC has determined, 
under section 4 of the Administrative 
Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 553), that notice 
of, and public participation in, this 
rulemaking is unnecessary and that 
good cause exists for the waiver of the 
30-day deferral of the amendments’ 
effective date. 

In consideration of the foregoing, 12 
CFR chapter III is amended as follows: 


PART 303—APPLICATIONS, 
REQUESTS, SUBMITTALS, AND 
NOTICES OF ACQUISITION OF 
CONTROL 


1. The authority citation for Part 303 
reads as follows: - 


Authority: Secs. 2(5), 2(6), 2((7){j)), 2(9 
“Seventh” and “Tenth”), 2(18), 2(19), Pub. L. 
797, 64 Stat. 876, 881, 891, 893 as amended by 
Pub. L. 86-463, 74 Stat. 129; sec. 2, Pub. L. 87- 
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827, 76 Stat. 953; Pub. L. 88-593, 78 Stat. 940; 
Pub. L. 89-79, 79 Stat. 244; sec. 1, Pub. L. 89- 
356, 80 Stat. 7; sec. 12(c), Pub. L. 89-485, 80 
Stat. 242; sec. 3, Pub. L. 89-597, 80 Stat. 824; 
title II, secs. 201, 205, Pub. L. 89-695, 80 Stat. 
1055; sec. 2(b), Pub. L. 90-505, 82 Stat. 856; 
secs. 6({c)(7), (12), (13), Pub. L. 95-369, 92 Stat. 
616-620; and title Ill, secs. 306, 309 and title 
VI, sec. 602, Pub. L. 95-630, 92 Stat. 3677, 3683 
(12 U.S.C. 1815, 1816, 1817(j), 1818, 1819 
“Seventh” and “Tenth,” 1828, 1829). 


2. Section 303.10 is amended by 
removing paragraph (a), by 
redesignating the remaining paragraphs 
as (a) through (d), and by revising the 
newly designated paragraph {a) to read 
as follows: 


§ 303.10 Procedure on applications. 


(a) Applications. With respect to all 
applications, requests, or submittals, the 
Board of Directors will require any 
investigation or examination, or both, to 
be performed as it deems appropriate. If 
the application may be approved by the 
Director of the Division of Bank 
Supervision or by a regional director, 
she or he will have any investigation or 
examination, or both, performed as she 
or he determines to be appropriate. 
Upon receipt of the report of any * 
investigation or examination, and any 
recommendations based on the report, 
the Board of Directors, or the Director of 
the Division of Bank Supervision or the 
regional director, acting within the 
scope of delegated authority, as the case 
may be, will take any action determined 
necessary or appropriate under the 
circumstances. 


* * . ~ * 


3. Section 303.11 is amended by 
revising the introductory paragraph of 
{a), by adding paragraph (a) (16), and by 
revising paragraph (b) as follows: 


§ 303.11 Delegation of authority to act on 
certain applications and on notices of 
acquisition of control. 


(a) General. The Board of Directors of 
the Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation has delegated to the 
Director of the Division of Bank 
Supervision and, where confirmed in 
writing by the Director, to the 
appropriate regional director the 
authority on behalf of the Board of 
Directors to act (except as limited by 
§ 303.12, and subject to the provisions of 
paragraphs (b) and (c) of this section) on 
the following applications and requests 
from any proposed or newly organized 
State nonmember bank, insured State 
nonmember bank, or insured branch of a 
foreign bank and on notices of 
acquisition of contro] from any person 
who acquires or proposes to acquire 
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control of any insured State nonmember 
bank. 


* * - * * 


(16) Applications for deposit 
insurance filed on behalf of proposed or 
newly organized State nonm r 
banks. This authority extends only to 
the approval and not to the denial of 
applications for insurance. 

(b) Confirmation, limitations, and 
rescission. The authority delegated in 
paragraph (a) of this-section by the 
Board of Directors to the regional 
director of the region in which the 
applicant bank, the proposed or newly 
organized State nonmember bank, the 
insured branch of a foreign bank, or the 
bank in which stock is being acquired is 
located is subject, as to each regional 
director in each region, to written 
confirmation, limitations, or subsequent 
rescission of any confirmation, by the 
Director of the Division of Bank 
Supervision. Such written confirmation, 
limitations, or rescissions shall be filed 
with the Executive Secretary of the 
Corporation at its offices in Washington, 
D.C. and at the office of the regional 
director concerned, and shall be 
available for public inspection by 
interested parties. 

4. Section 303.12 is amended by 
adding a new paragraph (d) as follows: 


§ 303.12 Applications where authority is 
not delegated. 


* * * * * 


(d) Conditions precedent to delegation 
to approve applications for deposit 
insurance submitted on behaif of 
proposed or newly organized State 
nonmember banks. (Important: The 
requirements set forth in this paragraph 
(d) are procedural in nature only-and 
should not be construéd as standards or 
criteria which will be used in 
determining whether a specific 
application will be approved or denied.) 
Authority to approve applications for 
deposit insurance submitted for 
proposed or newly organized State. 
nonmember banks under § 303.11(a)(16) 
is delegated only where each of the six 
factors set forth in section 6 of the 
Federal Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 
1816) has been considered and 
favorably resolved and the guidelines 
set forth in the Corporation's policy 
statement entitled “Applications for 
Deposit Insurance” have been satisfied, 
including but not limited to the 
following: 

(1) Equity capital is not less than 
$750,000; 

(2) Legal fees and other expenses 
incurred in connection with the 
proposed new bank are determined to 
be reasonable; 


(3) No unresolved “management 
interlocks,” as prohibited in Part 348 of 
this chapter, exist; 

(4) The projected ratio of equity 
capital and reserves to assets, including 
projected profits and losses, is at least 
10 percent at the end of the third year of 
operation; 

(5) Profitable operations are projected 
at least for the third year of operation; 

(6) The proposed aggregate direct and 
indirect investment in fixed assets is 
determined to be reasonable relative to 
the applicant's proposed equity 
capitalization, projected earnings 
capacity, and other pertinent bases of 
consideration; 

(7) Any financial arrangements made 
or proposed in connection with the 
proposed bank involving the applicant's 
directors, officers, 5 percent 
shareholders or their interests are 
determined to be fair and made on 
substantially the same terms as those 
prevailing at the time for comparable 
transactions with noninsiders and do 
not involve more than normal risk or 
present other unfavorable features. The 
applicant also must have fully disclosed, 
or agreed to disclose fully, any such 
arrangement to all of its proposed 
directors and shareholders prior to the 
opening of the bank; 

(8) A qualified full-time chief 
executive officer has been selected; 

(9) There are no fewer than 5 
proposed directors; 

(10) Stock financing arrangements 
conform to the guidelines established in 
the Corporation’s policy statement on 
“Applications for Deposit Insurance.” 
The authority to approve an application, 
however, may not be subdelegated to 
any regional director (i) where there is 
direct or indirect financing, by proposed 
directors and officers and 5 percent or 
more shareholders, of more than 75 
percent of the purchase price of the 
stock subscribed to by any one 
individual, or (ii) where there is 
aggregate financing of stock 
subscriptions in excess of 50 percent of 
the total capital offered, or (iii) where 
warehoused or trusteed stock exceeds 
10 percent of initial capital funds; 

(11) The applicant is determined to be 
in compliance with the Community 
Reinvestment Act of 1977 (12 U.S.C. 
2901-05) and applicable, implementing 
regulations (12 CFR Part 345). The 
authority to approve an application, 
however, may not be subdelegated to a 
regional director if a protest under the 
Community Reinvestment Act is filed, 
other than a protest filed for competitive 
reasons by a financial institution; and 

(12) Management rating, fidelity 
coverage, accrual accounting, and 
compliance with the National Historic 


Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. 470) and the 
National Environmental Policy Act (42 
U.S.C. 4321) are favorably resolved in 
accordance with the guidelines set forth 
in FDIC's policy statement on 
“Applications for Deposit Insurance.” 
Dated: March 22, 1982. 
By Order of the Board of Directors. 
Hoyle L. Robinson, 
Executive Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 82-8083 Filed 3-25-82: 8:45 am 
BILLING CODE 6714-01-™ 


CiVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 
14 CFR Part 204 


[Reg. ER-1290; Amdt. No. 4 to Part 204; 
Docket 40135] 


Data To Support Fitness 
Determinations; 


AGENCY: Civil Aeronautics Board. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The CAB is changing the 
definition of “commuter air carrier” in 
its fitness determination rules to 
conform them to a change in its rules on 
exemptions for air taxi operations. 


DATES: Adopted: March 4, 1982. 
Effective: March 22, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
David Schaffer, Office of the General 
Counsel, Civil Aeronautics Board, 1825 
Connecticut Avenue, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20428; 202-673-5442. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: By ER— 
1289, issued simultaneously, the Board 
changed the definition of “commuter air 
carrier” in 14 CFR Part 298, Exemptions 
for Air Taxi Operations, to remove 
small uncertificated all-cargo and mail 
carriers from that classification. In this 
notice, we are amending the definition 
of “commuter air carrier” in 14 CFR Part 
204, Data to Support Fitness ; 
Determinations, so that the two rules 
will be consistent. 

Since this action merely conforms one 
rule to another and relieves restrictions, 
the Board finds good cause for 
dispensing with notice and public 
procedure and for making it effective on 
less than 30 days’ notice. 


PART 204—DATA TO SUPPORT 
FITNESS DETERMINATIONS 


Accordingly, the Civil Aeronautics 
Board amends 14 CFR Part 204, Data to 
Support Fitness Determinations, as 
follows: 

1. The authority for Part 204 is: 
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Authority: Secs. 204, 401, 407, 419, Pub. L. 
85-726, as amended, 72 Stat. 743, 754, 766, 92 
Stat. 1732, 49 U.S.C. 1324, 1371, 1377, 1389. 


2. Paragraph (d) of § 204.2 is revised to 
read: 


§ 204.2 Definitions 
* (d) “Commuter air carrier” means an 
air taxi operator that carries passengers 
on at least five round trips per week on 
at least one route between two or more 
points according to its published flight 
schedules that specify the times, days of 
the week, and places between which 
those flights are performed. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board: 
Phyllis T. Kaylor, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 82-8200 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6320-01-M 


14 CFR Part 205 


[Reg. ER-1291; Amdt. No. 3 to Part 205; 
Docket 40135] 


Aircraft Accident Liability Insurance; 
Small Cargo Carriers 


AGENCY: Civil Aeronautics Board. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The CAB amends its 
insurance rule to remove from its 
coverage small cargo carriers that do 
not hold a certificate. This action is 
taken in light of the amendments to the 
definition of commuter air carrier issued 
simultaneously. 

DATES: Adopted: March 4, 1982. 
Effective: March 22, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
David Schaffer, Office of the General 
Counsel, Civil Aeronautics Board, 1825 
Connecticut Avenue, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20428; 202-673-5442. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Board's insurance rule, 14 CFR Part 205, 
sets standards for minimum insurance 
coverage for damages to passengers and 
third parties resulting from aircraft 
accidents. It applies to all U.S. and 
foreign airlines, except on-demand air 
taxi operators and commuter carriers 
that carry only mail. 

By ER-1289, issued today, the Board 
changed the definition of commuter air 
carrier in 14 CFR Part 298, Exemptions 
for Air Taxi Operations, to remove 
small uncertificated cargo and mail 
carriers from that classification. Those 
carriers will now be considered air taxi 
operators. One of the reasons for 
making the change is to reduce the 
regulatory obligations of these small 
carriers, such as the Board’s insurance 


requirements. We are therefore 
amending § 205.2 to make clear that 
only commuter air carriers as defined by 
§ 298.2(f) must comply with the 
insurance rules of Part 205. The others 
(on-demand air taxis, scheduled all- 
cargo or mail air taxis) need only 
comply with the less stringent insurance 
requirements of Subpart E of Part 298. 
This will relieve burdens on these small 
carriers. 

Since this amendment conforms one 
part of our rules to another, is within the 
scope of the proposal in EDR-434, 46 FR 
53195, October 28, 1981, and relieves 
restrictions, the Board finds that notice 
and public procedure thereon is 
unnecessary and that it may take effect 
on less than 30 days notice. 


PART 205—AIRCRAFT ACCIDENT 
LIABILITY INSURANCE 


Accordingly, the Civil Aeronautics 
Board amends 14 CFR Part 205, Aircraft 
Accident Liability Insurance, as follows: 

1. The authority for Part 205 is: 

Authority: Secs. 204, 401, 403, 416, 418, 419, 
Pub. L. 85-726, as amended, 72 Stat. 743, 757, 
771; 92 Stat. 1284, 1732, 49 U.S.C. 1324, 1371, 
1372, 1386, 1388, 1389. 


2. Section 205.2 is revised to read: 


§ 205.2 Applicability. 
These rules apply to all U.S. and 
foreign direct air carriers, except air taxi 
operators other than commuter air 
carriers as defined by § 298.2(f) of this 
chapter. 
By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 
Phyllis T. Kaylor, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 82-8201 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6320-01-M 


14 CFR Part 205 

[Reg. ER-1253A Amdt. No. 2] 

Aircraft Accident Liability Insurance 
AGENCY: Civil Aeronautics Board. 


ACTION: Final rule: editorial amendment. 


SUMMARY: This rule changes an 
incorrect reference in the Board's 
insurance rules to the size of aircraft 
permitted to be operated by Canadian 
charter air taxis. The change is made to 
avoid confusion in the minimum amount 
of insurance required of Canadian air 
taxi operators. 

DATES: Adopted: March 22, 1982. 
Effective: March 22, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Nancy Trowbridge, Regulatory Affairs 
Division, Bureau of International 


‘ Aviation, Civil Aeronautics Board, 1825 
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Connecticut Avenue, N.W., Washington, 
D.C. 20428; 202-673-5878. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In 
October 1981, the Board adopted a new 
14 CFR Part 205, setting rules for 
minimum aircraft accident liability 
insurance for airlines (ER-1253, 46 FR 
52572, October 27, 1981). The rules were 
effective February 23, 1981. 

The Board adopted special provisions 
for on-demand U.S. air taxi operators 
and for Canadian charter air taxi 
operators, which are similar in 
operation. 

Canadian charter air taxi operators 
are registered under 14 CFR Part 294. 
That part defines the size of aircraft 
operated by those carriers to be: a 
maximum passenger capacity of not 
more than 30 seats or a maximum 
payload capacity of not more than 7,500 
pounds, and a maximum authorized 
takeoff weight on wheels of not greater 
than 35,000 pounds. 

Part 205 inadvertently defined those 
aircraft as having a maximum seating 
capacity of 60 seats or a maximum 
payload capacity of 18,000 pounds. That 
is the size of aircraft operated by U.S. 
air taxi operators. 

Part 205 refers in § 205.5(f)(1) to 
Canadian charter air taxi operators 
registered under Part 294. Since these 
operators must operate the smaller 
aircraft to be so registered, the reference 
to the larger aircraft size in 
subparagraph (1) is incorrect. This rule 
changes the aircraft size reference to 
conform to Part 294. 


PART 205—AIRCRAFT ACCIDENT 
LIABILITY INSURANCE 


Accordingly, the Civil Aeronautics 
Board amends 14 CFR Part 205, Aircraft 
Accident Liability Insurance, as follows: 

1. The authority for Part 205 is: 

Authority: Secs. 204, 401, 403, 416, 418, 419, 
Pub. L. 85-726, as amended, 72 Stat. 743, 754, 
758, 771; 91 Stat. 1284; 92 Stat. 1732; 49 U.S.C. 
1324, 1371, 1373, 1386, 1388, 1389. 


2. Section 205.5{f)(1) is revised to read: 
§ 205.5 Minimum 


* * * oe > 


se @ 


(1) Canadian charter air taxi operators 
engaging in charter air service under 
Part 294 shall maintain third-party 
aircraft accident liability coverage for 
bodily injury to or death of persons, 
including nonemployee cargo 
attendants, other than passengers, and 
for damage to property, with a 
mimimum coverage of $75,000 for any 
one person in any one occurrence, and a 
total of $2,000,000 per involved aircraft 
for each occurrence, except that 
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Canadian charter air taxi operators 
operating aircraft of more than 30 seats 
or 7,500 pounds maximum cargo payload 
capacity, and a maximum authorized 
takeoff weight on wheels not greater 
than 35,000 pounds shall maintain 
coverage for those aircraft of $20,000,000 
per involved in aircraft for each 
occurrence. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 
David M. Kirstein, 
General Counsel. 


" [FR Doc. 82-8146 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am} 


14 CFR Part 221 

[Reg. ER-1292 Amdt. No. 60 Docket: 39810) 
Tariffs; Use of Segment Rather Than 
Through Fares 

AGENCY: Civil Aeronautics Board. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The CAB is removing a tariff 


requirement, so that in both foreign and 
domestic air transportation carriers and 
agents may now charge the sum of the 
fares or rates on separate segments of a 
trip when it is different from the 
published through fare or rate for the 
trip. This change will benefit carriers by 
providing pricing flexibility and may 
allow some consumers to take 
_ advantage of combined fares that are 
lower than the published through fare. 
This rulemaking is at the CAB’s 
initiative. 
DATES: Adopted: March 4, 1982. 
Effective: April 25, 1982. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Joanne Petrie, Office of the General 
Counsel, Civil Aeronautics Board, 1825 
Connecticut Avenue, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20428; 202-673-5442, or Julien 
Schrenk, Chief, Domestic Fares and 
Rates, Bureau of Domestic Aviation, 
Civil Aeronautics Board, 1825 
Connecticut Avenue, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20428; 202-673-5298. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 14 CFR 
221.62 requires that, in both foreign and 
domestic air transportation, published 
through fares and rates for interline and 
single-carrier service take precedence 
over the sum of the published fares for 
the segments of the same route. If a 
passenger is traveling from A to C on 
one ticket, carriers and travel agents are 
required by the rule to charge the 
published through fare even though it is 
higher or lower than if the passenger 
bought separate tickets from A to B and 
B to C. The purpose of the rule was to 
have one legal fare in a market for a 
specified type of service on each carrier. 
During the era of strict regulation, this 


rule was a convenient way to determine 
fares, and it rationalized the system for 
all the parties involved. 

Since the passage of the Deregulation 
Act, however, many carriers have 
multiple fares and rates for travel over 
the same route. Because of increased 
competition, many of these fares offer 
significant discounts compared to 
unrestricted coach or first-class fares. A 
passenger wishing to use one ticket with 
a single check-in and through baggage 
handling may not be able to take 
advantage of the discount fares in some 
cases because of this tariff rule. Cargo 
shippers in international air 
transportation are similarly required to 
pay the published through rate 
regardless of the sum of the local rate. 

EDR-430, 46 FR 38930, July 30, 1981, 
proposed to remove this impediment in 
one of two ways. First, the Board 
proposed to amend §§ 221.60 and 221.62 
so that carriers would be required to 
charge the published joint or through 
fare or rate only when it was less than 
the sum of the fares or rates over 
segments of the route for the specified 
service. That course of action would 
preclude carriers from relying on a 
Board rule to insist that agents charge 
the higher through price, but it would 
not require carriers to charge the sum of 
lower, available local fares for which 
the passenger might qualify. 

The alternative proposal, which is 
being adopted in this final rule, 
eliminates the fare precedence rule by 
revoking § 221.62. Carriers may still 
publish through fares and rates and 
insist that their agents charge that price. 
This change merely removes some 
Board oversight over carriers’ pricing 
policies, and leaves to the carriers how 
to deal with any differences between 
through prices and the sum of the 
segment prices. The removal of § 221.62 
gives carriers greater pricing freedom, 
while at the same time removing an 
artificial tariff requirement that caused 
some consumers and shippers to pay 
more than they would without the 
regulation. 

Comments were filed by the State of 
Oregon, the Commuter Airline 
Association of America, American 
Airlines and Magic Carpet Travel 
Agency. The State of Oregon supported 
the proposal because it benefits air 
service consumers. It would carry the 
proposal even farther, however, by 
requiring that conflicting tariff fares and 
rates be resolved in favor of the 
consumer. We agree that consumers 
should be able to take advantage of the 
lowest possible fare for which they 
qualify, and that this is facilitated by 
adequate communication to passengers 
of all available fares and routings. 


‘ 


Improvement of industry information 
systems cannot, however, realistically 
be mandated by the Board and is best 
left to the parties involved. 

Magic Carpet Travel stated that some 
travel agents presently combine lower 
single segment fares for their clients on 
one ticket even though the published 
through fare is higher. It reports that its 
clients receive through baggage handling 
without inconvenience and that the 
travel agency has not been charged by 
carriers for the difference in fares. In its 
view, the proposal is basically 
unnecessary because the rule is not 
being enforced by carriers or the Board. 
However, it agrees that the tariff rule 
should be taken of the books. 

The Commuter Airline Association 
(CAAA) asked the Board to clarify the 
definition of local fare in the proposed 
amendments to § 221.62. Because we 
have decided to remove § 221.62 rather 
than amend it, we need not define the 
term at this time. 

American Airlines supported removal 
of § 221.62 because elimination of the 
rule encourages competition and 
removes unnecessary regulation. It 
strongly opposed amending the section 
as in the first proposal, arguing that to 
do so would be a major regulatory 
interference in airline marketing. It 
contended that there is no theoretical 
basis for modifying the current rule, and 
that the proposed change would inhibit 
the ability of carriers to compete in the 
local market. In addition, American said 
it could not be sure that it had found the 
lowest fare for a passenger, because of 
limitations in its computerized 
reservations system. 

American also filed supplemental 
comments concerning the effect of the 
proposal on cargo transportation. 
Domestic cargo rates are no longer 
regulated by the Board. Although 
domestic rates may be listed in rate 
books, there is no requirement that 
domestic freight carriers adhere to them. 
American argued that the first preposal 
would cause great practical difficulties, 
in that it would require the combination 
of a published international tariff rate 
with a domestic freight rate that is not 
officially published and that may not be 
correct. It recommended that the 
through international cargo rate that is 
published in carriers’ tariffs be the 
mandatory price for all international 
freight transportation. 

The Board agrees that the first 
porposal might have caused some 
practical difficulties. These problems do 
not exist under the option we are 
adopting because the Board is not 
requiring carriers to do anything. 
Carriers will be permitted to charge 
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either the published through rate or a 
combination rate without Board 
interference. If shippers demand that the 
through rate be comparable to lower 
sum of the segment rates, carriers can 
respond in a competitive way. 


Regulatory Flexibility Act 


In accordance with 5 U.S.C 605(b), as 
added by the Regulatory Flexibility Act 
(Pub. L. 96-354), the Board certifies that 
this rule will not have a significant. 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. Although some 
of the carriers that are subject to Part 
221 are small businesses, they are not 
the ones that will be most significantly 
affected by this proposal. 


PART 221—TARIFFS 


Accordingly, the Civil Aeronautics 
Board amends 14 CFR Part 221, Tariffs, 
as follows: 

1. The authority for Part 221 is: 

Authority: Sec. 102, 204, 401, 402, 403, 404, 
411, 416, 1001, 1002, Pub. L. 85-726, as 
amended, 72 Stat. 740, 743, 754, 757, 758, 760, 
769, 771, 788; 49 U.S.C. 1302, 1324, 1371, 1372, 
1373, 1374, 1381, 1386, 1481, 1482. 


§ 221.62 [Removed] 

2. Section 221.62, Local or joint fares 
or rates take precedence over aggregate 
of intermediates, is removed and 
reserved. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

Phyllis T. Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-8144 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6320-01-M 


14 CFR Part 298 


[Reg. ER-1289; Amdt. No. 21 to Part 298; 
Docket 40135] 


Exemptions for Air Taxi Operations; 
Amendment to “Commuter Air Carrier” 
Definition 


AGENCY: Civil Aeronautics Board. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The CAB changes the 
definition of “commuter air carrier” to 
remove small uncertificated cargo and 
mail carriers from that classification. 
Small cargo and mail carriers will 
continue to be considered air taxi 
operators but not commuters. This 
action is taken at the Board’s own 
initiative in order to reduce the reporting 
and other regulatory burdens on these 
_ small airlines. 

DATES: Adopted: Marck-4, 1982. 
Effective: March 22, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
David Schaffer, Office of the General 
Counsel, Civil Aeronautics Board, 1825 
Connecticut Avenue, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20428; 202-673-5442. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: By EDR- 
434, 46 FR 53195, October 28, 1981, the 
Board proposed to change the definition 
of “commuter air carrier” in its air taxi 
rule, 14 CFR Part 298, to remove 
uncertificated all-cargo and mail 
carriers from that classification. Under 
this proposal, cargo and mail carriers 
using small aircraft would still be 
considered air taxis, but not commuters. 
The commuter classification in Part 298 
would be limited to scheduled passenger 
carriers that use small aircraft. The 
purpose of this change is to reduce the 
reporting requirements and other 
regulatory burdens on these small cargo 
and mail carriers. It would also have the 
effect of bringing the definition of 
commuter in Part 298 more in line with 
the definition of that term in the Board's 
fitness rule, 14 CFR Part 204, Data to 
Support Fitness Determinations. 

Comments were received from the 
U.S. Postal Service, the Regional Airline 
Association, (RAA), formerly the 
Commuter Airline Association of 
America, and General Aviation Inc., an 
all-cargo commuter. All three 
commenters supported the Board’s 
proposal, but General Aviation and 
RAA raised a few questions and 
problems. 

Both RAA and General Aviation were 
concerned about the effect the proposed 
rule change would have on the loan 
guaranty program administered by the 
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA). 
Under the Government Guarantee of 
Equipment Loans Act (49 U.S.C. 1324 
note), the Secretary of Transportation is 
authorized to guarantee any lender 
against loss on any aircraft purchase 
loan made by that lender to certain 
airlines designated by the Act. Section 3 
of the Act lists commuter air carrier 
among the types of airlines eligible to 
obtain a loan guarantee. General 
Aviation was concerned that if cargo 
and mail carriers were excluded from 
the definition of commuter in Part 298, 
those carriers might be ineligible for a 
loan guarantee. As RAA noted, 
however, the Loan Guarantee Act 
defines commuter air carrier by 
reference to the Federal Aviation Act, 
rather than to Part 298 of the Board's 
rules. Therefore, a change in the Part 298 
definition of commuter will not affect 
the eligibility of cargo and mail carriers 
for the loan guarantee program. They 
will be eligible if they meet the ~ 
standards of section 416(b)(4) of the 
Federal Aviation Act. That section 
defines a commuter air carrier as an air 
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carrier that provides passenger service 
solely with aircraft having a maximum 
passenger capacity of less than 56 seats 
or provides cargo service with aircraft 
having a maximum payload capacity of 
less 18,000 pounds. The Chief Counsel of 
the FAA has agreed with the above 
interpretation in a letter dated 
December 21, 1981, which is placed in 
the docket of this proceeding. 


The same answer applies to RAA’s 
concern that the cargo and mail carriers 
will have a different status in the FAA’s 
airport slot allocation program. The 
FAA has assured the Board that their 
treatment of various carriers in this 
regard will not be affected by these 
changes. 


The RAA also sought Board 
clarification of the effect of this rule 
change on insurance requirements and 
Federal preemption. 


By ER-1253, 46 FR 52572, October 27, 
1981, the Board issued a new rule, 14 
CFR Part 205, Aircraft Accident - 
Liability Insurance, setting standards 
for minimum insurance coverage for 
damages to passengers,and third parties 
caused by aircraft accidents. This rule, 
effective February 23, 1982, applies to all 
certificated and commuter air carriers 
other than mail-only commuters. It 
requires them, among other things, to 
maintain insurance in the amount of 
$300,000 per person and $2,000,000 per 
occurrence for third party bodily injury 
and property damage. Air taxi operators 
that are not commuters are not covered 
by the new insurance rule. The minimum 
coverage required of them is only 
$75,000 per person up to $300,000 per 
occurrence for third party liability and 
$100,000 for damages to property for 
each occurrence, although these 
amounts are being reviewed in Docket 
37531, EDR-395B, 46 FR 52585, October 
27, 1981. The effect of the amendment 
adopted here is to relieve cargo-only 
commuters from the higher insurance 
coverage. These carriers will be subject 
to the lower insurance limits for air 
taxis. Mail-only commuters will not be 
affected since they are already treated 
like air taxis for insurance purposes. A 
conforming amendment, ER-1291, to 
§ 205.2 is being issued simultaneously. 


Section 105 of the Federal Aviation 
Act preempts State regulation of the 
“rates, routes, or services of any air 
carrier having authority under Title IV” 
of that Act. All air taxis, whether or not 
they are also commuters under Part 298, 
hold exemption authority under section 
416 of the Act. States are therefore 
preempted from regulating them, as held 
in Sierra Flite Services, Inc. v. Public 
Utilities Commission, 644 F.2d 1334 (9th 
Cir. 1981). Since cargo and mail carriers 
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will still be air taxis under our rules, 
State regulation of them will still be 
preempted. 

In EDR-434, the Board also proposed 
to revise the language of the commuter 
definition to clarify that, although a 
carrier must operate according toa 
published the schedule in order to 
qualify as a commuter, it need not be the 
one publishing the schedule. No 
commenter objected to this change in 
principle, but the RAA sought a 
technical change to insure that the 
determinative schedules ar those 
published with the approval of the 
carrier. If by this suggestion RAA 
means that the published schedules 
must correctly reflect the carrier's actual 
schedules, the Board has no objection to 
a clarification. To accomplish it, the 
word “its” is inserted so that the 
definition reads, “carries passengers on 
at least five round trips * * * according 
to its published flight schedules * * *” 
An air taxi could not avoid inclusion in 
the commuter classification, however, 
merely by asserting that it had not . 
approved a published schedule if it were 
in fact operating according to that 
schedule. Also, an air taxi that met the 
frequency test would be a commuter 
even if it were a subcontract carrier 
operating under the published schedules 
of another carrier. 

Other problems have arisen with the 
language of § 298.2(f) that call for 
clarification of that definition. Questions 
have arisen with respect to the “five 
round trips per week” standard. One is 
whether a carrier that splits five round 
trips per week between two or more 
routes is still a commuter. Another is 
whether a carrier that provides less than 
five round trips on one route is 
considered a commuter for the purposes 
for those flights if it provides at least 
five round trips on some other route. 

Section 298.2(f) was intended to 
require that a carrier provide five round 
trips on at least one route in order to 
qualify as a commuter. It would not 
qualify if, for example, it provided three 
round trips per week on one route and 
two round trips on another. We have 
revised the language of the definition to 
make this clear. As long as a carrier 
provides at least five round trips per 
week on one route, however, the Board 
considers that carrier to be a commuter 
for all Board purposes, even if it 
provides less than five round trips or on- 
demand service on some other route. 
We are using the term “commuter” to 
define a class of carriers, not to describe 
a particular type of service. Thus, at 
least with respect to Board rules, an air 
taxi that meets the definition of a 
commuter must comply with all relevent 
Board rules for commuters in all its 


operations. We have revised § 298.2(f) to 
clarify the definition. 

We have also revised the reporting 
requirements of § 298.61 by inserting the 
word “passenger” after the word 
“scheduled” in several paragraphs to 
make clear that only data from a 
commuter’s scheduled passenger or 
combination (passenger and cargo) 
service must be reported, not data from 
any all-cargo (freighter) service that it 
also may provide. 

The discussion above constitutes the 
Board's final regulatory flexibility 
analysis of this rule pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
604. Copies of this document can be 
obtained from the Distribution Section, 
Civil Aeronautics Board, Washington, 
D.C. 20428; (202) 673-5432, by referring 
to the “ER” number at the top of the 
document. 

Since the effect of this rule will be to 
relieve restrictions on small cargo and 
mail carriers, and it is interpretative in 
nature, the Board finds that it may take 
effect on less than 30 days’ notice. 


PART 298—EXEMPTIONS FOR AIR 
TAX! OPERATIONS 


Accordingly, the Civil Aeronautics 
Board amends 14 CFR Part 298, 
Exemptions for Air Taxi Operations, as 
follows: 

1. The authority for Part 298 is: 


Authority: Secs. 101(3), 204, 401, 404, 407, 
416, 418, 419, Pub. L. 85-726, as amended, 72 
Stat. 737, 743, 754, 760, 766, 771, 91 Stat. 1284, 
92 Stat. 1732; 49 U.S.C. 1301, 1324, 1371, 1374, 
1377, 1386, 1388, 1389. 


2. Paragraph (f) of § 298.2 is revised to 
read: 


§ 298.2 Definitions. 
* . 7 * * 

(f) “Commuter air carrier” means an 
air taxi operator that carries passengers 
on at least five round tips per week on 
at least one route between two or more 
points according to its published flight 
schedules that specify the times, days of 
the week, and places between which 
those flights are performed. 

3. Paragraph (a) of § 298.41 is revised 
to read: 


§ 298.41 Basic requirements. 


(a) Each air taxi operator, other than 


one classified as a commuter air carrier - 


under § 298.2(f), engaging in air 
transportation shall maintain in effect 
aircraft accident liability insurance 
coverage that complies with the 
requirements of this subpart and is 
evidenced by a currently effective policy 
of insurance, with an attached standard 
endorsement, available for inspection by 
the Board and the public at its principal 


place of business. Each commuter air 
carrier engaging in air transportation 
shall maintain in effect aircraft accident 
liability insurance coverage that meets 
the requirements of Part 205 of this 
chapter. Evidence of such insurance - 
coverage in the form of a certificate of 
insurance shall be maintained on file at 
the Board at all times. 

4. The title and paragraphs (a), (b), (d), 
(e), and (f), of § 298.61 are revised to 
read: 


§ 298.61 Reporting of scheduled 
passenger operations by commuter air 
Carriers. 


(a) Each “commuter air carrier” shall 
file CAB Form 298-C “Réport of 
Scheduled Passenger Operations of 
Commuter Air Carriers” as prescribed in 
this section. CAB Form 298-C can be 
obtained from the Publications Services 
Division, Civil Aeronautics Board, 
Washington, D.C. 20428. 

(b) CAB Form 298-C report is 
comprised of two schedules, Schedule 
A-1 “Report of Flight and Traffic 
Statistics in Scheduled Passe 
Operations” and Schedule T-1 “Report 
of Revenue Traffic by On-Line Origin 
and Destination.” The original of each 
schedule shall be filed quarterly with 
the Office of Comptroller for the periods 
ended March 31, June 30, September 30, 
and December 31 of each year to be 
received on or before May 10, August 10, 
November 10, and February 10, 
respectively. Note-—Due dates falling on 
a Saturday, Sunday, or national holiday 
will become effective on the first 
following working day. 

(d) The information included in this 
report shall pertain only to flights 
performed in scheduled passenger 
service during the quarter. The numeric 
carrier code and the date code 
established by the Office of Comptroller 
shall be inserted in the spaces provided 
in the heading of the report. All 
information shall be typed or neatly 
printed. 

(e) Schedule A-1 shall be used to 
report the total flight and traffic 
statistics in schedule passenger 
operations by commuter air carriers. 
Each carrier shall identify the type of 
traffic carried during the reporting 
period by checking the appropriate box 
or boxes in the heading of the schedule. 
These statistics should cover only 
scheduled passenger services and 
should be compiled in accordance with 
the instructions below. All statistics 
shall be reported in whole numbers; do 
not use decimals. 


* * a * 
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(f) Schedule T-1 shall show the total 
on-line origin and destination traffic in 
scheduled passenger services for the 
period as follows: 

* 2 * * * 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board: 
Phyllis T. Kaylor 
Secretary. 

FR Doc. 82-8199 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6320-01-M 


14 CFR Part 375 
[Reg. SPR-185 Amdt. No. 15 Docket 38532] 


Navigation of Foreign Civil Aircraft 
Within the U.S. 


AGENCY: Civil Aeronautics Board. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


summary: The CAB is amending its 
rules to simplify the reporting 
requirements imposed upon foreign 
commercial carriers that operate 
occasional planeload charters or 
continuing cargo operations. This 
change is at the Board’s own initiative. 
DATES: Adopted: March 4, 1982. 
EFFECTIVE: April 25, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Patricia L. DePuy, Bureau of 
International Aviation, Civil 
Aeronautics Board, 1825 Connecticut 
Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C. 20428; 
202-673-5878. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: SPDR- 
78, 45 FR 51838, August 5, 1980, proposed 
to amend Part 375, Navigation of 
Foreign Civil Aircraft Within the U.S., 
to simplify the reporting requirements 
imposed upon foreign commercial 
carriers that operate occasional 
planeload charters or continuing cargo 
operations..In order to conduct either 
type of operation, a carrier must submit 
an application (CAB Form 272) to the 
Board providing identifying information 
and a full description of the proposed 
operations as specified in § 375.40, 
Permits for commercial air operations. 
In addition, a carrier must submit 
operational reports for flights actually 
conducted on CAB Form 321 for cargo 
flights, or in letter form for passenger 
flights, pursuant to § 375.44, Reports on 
commercial transport operations. The 
information provided by these reports is 
similar to that provided on CAB Form 
272. If the carrier does not use the 
authority granted, it must notify the 
Board within a specified period. 

The NPRM proposed to remove and 
reserve § 375.44, Reports on commercial 
transport operations, and amend 
‘ § 375.42, Commercial transport 
operations, to require carriers to report 
any unused authority granted under this 


part. The information provided in the 

§ 375.44 reports duplicates the permit 
application and is not specifically 
needed in the Board's investigative and 
enforcement activities. 

The requirement that carriers report 
unused Part 375 authority is continued, 
however, because the benefit of the 
report to operators outweighs the 
burden of filing. The unused authority 
report ensures that operations granted 
but not used will not be counted against 
the flight limitations of § 375.42. 

Only Transamerica filed comments in 
response to the notice. It argued, first, 
that there is no need to retain the 
provisions in Part 375 authorizing 
commercial operations. Since the 
amendments of section 416(b) of the 
Federal Aviation Act, the Board can 
exempt foreign aircraft operators from 
the section 402 foreign air carrier permit 
requirements when it is in the public 
interest. 

If, however, the Board decides to 
retain those provisions, Transamerica 
asked that the Board retain the reporting 
requirements in order to provide 
complete charter market data for use in 
negotiations, enforcement of restrictive 
bilateral provisions, and other Board 
activities. U.S. certificated carriers and 
foreign air carriers holding section 402 
permits must submit quarterly charter 
data on Schedule T-6 and CAB Form 
217. From the standpoint of both 
fairness and the usefulness of the 
information provided, Transamerica 
argued that the reporting should 
continue to be required of all 
participants in the charter market. 

Finally, Transamerica suggested that 
if the Board decides to eliminate the 
reporting requirements for Part 375 
operators it should, at a minimum, 
require cargo weights to be shown on 
the application form. The information 
could be used to enforce foreign ‘carrier 
compliance with bilateral tonnage 
limitations and would be helpful in 
compiling market statistics. 

The issue of whether the Board should 
discontinue authorizing commercial 
operations under Part 375 is outside the 
scope of this rulemaking. The Board is, 
however, currently reviewing Part 375 to 
simplify, clarify, and revise its 
provisions. 

The Board is not persuaded that there 
is a need to retain the reporting 
requirement merely so that third persons 
can obtain “complete charter traffic 


~ statistics.” The reports are burdensome 


to file and much of the information they 
provide is available elsewhere. The 
Board has no particular regulatory need 
for the information and can discharge its 
enforcement duties without the reports. 


The fact that U.S. certificated carriers 
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and foreign air carriers holding section 
402 permits must submit quarterly 
charter data on Schedule T-6 and CAB 
Form 217 is not directly relevant 
because of the different nature of the 
carriers and because the data are used 
for different purposes. 

The information provided on the 
§ 375.44 reports is not as significant as 
Transamerica suggests. The only 
operations under Part 375 that have 
potential impact on restrictive bilateral 
provisions or negotiations are 
continuing cargo operations. The Board 
has not authorized any such operations 
under Part 375 for over.a year. There are 
none outstanding and we do not expect 
the trend to change. 

Transamerica has not presented a 
compelling reason for requiring cargo 
shipment weights on the application 
form. The Board has no ongoing need for 
the data. If the information is needed for 
any particular purpose, we have ample 
power to require a carrier to provide it. 
The Board is, therefore, adopting the 
rule as proposed. 


Regulatory Flexibility Act 


The Regulatory Flexibility Act, Pub. L. 
96-345, does not apply to this 
rulemaking proceeding because the 
proposal was issued before January 1, 
1981. 


PART 375—NAVIGATION OF FOREIGN 
CIVIL AIRCRAFT WITHIN THE UNITED 
STATES 


Accordingly, the Board amends Part 
375, Navigation of foreign civil aircraft 
within the U.S., as follows: 

1. The authority for Part 375 is: 


Authority: Secs. 204(a) and 1108(b) of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 72 Stat. 743, 
798, 49 U.S.C. 1324, 1508. 


2. In § 375.42, a new paragraph 
(b)(3)(iii) is added, to read:. 


§ 375.42 Commercial transport operations. 


. * * * 


a8? 

(3) s *& & 

(iii) Reports of unused authority. All 
foreign operators of occasional 
planeload charters for which authority is 
granted must notify the Board, in 
writing, not later than 15 days after the 
expiration of their permit of their failure 
to use this authority. All foreign 
operators of continuing cargo operations 
must notify the Board, in writing, not 
later than 30 days after starting 
operations, and every 30 days thereafter, 
of failure to use any part of the 
authority. The unused authority shall 
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exercised. 


* * * * * 


otherwise be deemed to have been 


§ 375.44 [Removed] 

3. Section 375.44, Reports on 
commercial transport operations, is 
removed and reserved. 


By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 
Phyllis T. Kaylor, 
Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 82-8145 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 amj 
BILLING CODE 6320-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND | 
HUMAN SERVICES 


Food and Drug Administration 


21 CFR Part 10 
[Docket No. 76P-0126]) 


Administrative Practices and 
Procedures; Reimbursement for - 
Participation 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is removing the 
regulations which established a pilot 
program for reimbursement of public 
participants in certain FDA 
administrative proceedings. The pilot 
reimbursement program is being 
terminated because the United States 
Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit 
held that FDA does not have authority 
to reimburse public participation in its 
administrative proceedings. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: March 26, 1982. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Alexander Grant, Office of Consumer 
Affairs (HFE-1), Food and Drug 
Administration, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, MD 20857, 301-443-5006. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the 
Federal Register of October 12, 1979 (44 
FR 59174), FDA published a final rule 
establishing a pilot program for 
reimbursement of public participants in 
agency proceedings conducted under 21 
CFR Part 12, 13, 14, 15, or 16 of FDA's 
procedural regulations. In the Federal 
Register of December 14, 1979 (44 FR 
72585), FDA announced that the rule 
became effective on October 25, 1979 
and published guidelines listing the 
maximum rates of reimbursement 
allowable for particular expenditures. 
On December 3, 1979, the Pacific Legal 
Foundation filed suit in the District 
Court of Maryland to prohibit 
implementation of the reimbursement 
regulation. On November 5, 1980, the 
district court held that the 


reimbursement program was authorized. 
Pacific Legal Foundation v. Goyan, 500 
F. Supp. 770 (D. MD. 1980). On 
November 27, 1981, the United States 
Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit 
reversed the district court, holding that 
absent specific legislation FDA does not 
have authority to establish a 
reimbursement program. Pacific Legal 
Foundation v. Goyan, No. 80-1854 (4th 
Cir., November 27, 1981). 

The agency has determined that the 
notice and public comment required by 
the Administrative Procedure Act (5 
U.S.C. 553{b)) is unnecessary for this 
notice becanse the agency is acting 
under a court decision that the 
reimbursement program is not 
authorized. 

FDA has carefully analyzed the 
economic effects of this final rule and 
has determined that the rule will not 
have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities as 
defined by the Regulatory Flexibility Act 
(Pub. L. 96-354). The agency has also 
determined that this rule is not a major 
rule as defined in Executive Order 
12291. The assessments for making these 
determinations are on file with the 
Dockets Management Branch (HFA- 
305), Food and Drug Administration, Rm. 
4-62, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 
20857, and are available for inspection 
from 9 a.m. to 4 p.m., Monday through 
Friday. 

Therefore, under the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 201 et seq.. 
52 Stat. 1040 as amended (21 U.S.C. 321 
et seq.))); the Public Health Service Act 
(sec. 1 et seq., 58 Stat. 682 as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 201 et seq.)); the 
Comprehensive Drug Abuse Prevention 
and Control Act of 1970 (sec. 4, 84 Stat. 
1241 (42 U.S.C. 257a)); the Controlled 
Substances Act (sec. 301 et seq., 84 Stat. 
1253 (21 U.S.C. 821 et seq.)); the Federal 
Meat Inspection Act (sec. 409(b), 81 Stat. 
600 (21 U.S.C. 679(b)); the Poultry 
Products Inspection Act (sec. 24(b), 82 
Stat. 807 (21 U.S.C. 467{(b))); the Egg 
Products Inspection Act (sec. 2 et seq., 
64 Stat. 1620 (21 U.S.C. 1031 et seq.)); the 
Federal Import Milk Act (secs. 1 through 
9, 44 Stat. 1101-1103 as amended (21 
U.S.C. 141-149}); the Tea Importation 
Act (secs. 1 through 10, 29 Stat. 604-607 
as amended (21 U.S.C. 41-50); the 
Federal Caustic Poison Act (sec. 2 et 
seq., 44 Stat. 1406 as amended (15 U.S.C. 
401 et seq.)); the Fair Packaging and 
Labeling Act (sec. 1 et seq., 80 Stat. 1296 
as amended (15 U.S.C. 1451 et seq.)}; the 
Agricultural, Rural Development, and 
Related Agencies Bili (Pub. L. 95-448, 92 
Stat. 1073, 1091) and under 21 CFR 5.11 
(see 46 FR 26052; May 11, 1981), Part 10 
is amended by removing in its entirety 
Subpart C—Reimbursement For 


Participation in Administrative 
Proceedings. 
Effective date: March 26, 1982. 
Dated: February 23, 1982. 
Arthur Hull Hayes, Jr., 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 
Dated: March 16, 1982 
Richard S. Schweiker, 
Secretary of Health and Human Services. 
{FR Doc. 82-7810 Filed 3-25-82; 6:45 am| 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-m 


21 CFR Part 444 
(Docket No. 81N-0406) 


Oligosaccharide Antibiotic Drugs; 
Tobramycin Ophthalmic Ointment; 
Correction 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Final rule; correction. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is correcting the 
section heading of a final rule on 
tobramycin ophthalmic drugs, which 
appeared in the Federal Register of 
February 23, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Agnes Black, Federal Register Writer 
(HFC-11), Food and Drug 
Administration, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, MD 20857, 361-443-2994. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In FR 
Doc. 82-4742 appearing at page 7827 in 
the issue for Tuesday, February 23, 1982, 
the following change is made: The first 
entry for the section heading § 444.380 
Tobramycin ophthalmic ointment is 
changed to read § 444.380 Tobramycin 
ophthalmic dosage forms. 


Dated: March 22, 1982. 
James C. Morrison, 
Acting Assistant Director for Regulatory 
Affairs. 
(FR Doc. 82-8090 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


21 CFR Part 558 


New Animal Drugs for Use in Animal 
Feeds; Antibiotic Nitrofuran, and 
Sulfonamide Drugs in the Feed of 
Animals 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Final rule. 
SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 


Administration (FDA) is amending the 
animal drug regulation that provides for 


~use of Hess & Clark's and Norwich- 


Eaton Pharmaceuticals’ furazolidone 
premixes for making chicken and turkey 
feeds. This reguiation contains 
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typographical errors in use levels and an 
inadvertent omission in the indications 
for use provision. This document 
amends the regulations to correct these 
errors. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: February 25, 1976. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION: 

David L. Gordon, Bureau of Veterinary 
Medicine {HF V-238), Food and Drug 
Administration, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, MD 20857, 301-443-6243. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section 
558.15(g)(1) (21 CFR 558.15(g)(1)) 
provides for interim use of several drugs 
including furazolidone in animal feed 
premixes. Three sequential entries 
provide for use of Hess & Clark’s and 
Norwich-Eaton Pharmaceuticals’ 
furazolidone premixes in making 
chicken and turkey feeds for use at 0.011 
percent for prevention of blackhead, at 
0.011 to 0.022 percent for use as an aid in 
maintenance of feed consumption, and 
at 0.022 percent for treatment of 
paratyphoid (the 6th, 7th, and 8th entries 
in the table in § 558.15(g){1) for these 
firms’ furazolidone premixes). In 
printing the Code of Federal 
Regulations, typographical errors were 
made in the use levels. The indications 
for use inadvertently failed to state 
“nonspecific enteritis” before the 
parenthetical phrase “(blue comb, mud 
fever)” for the 0.011 to 0.022 percent use 
levels. This document corrects these 
errors. 

The agency has determined pursuant 
to 21 CFR 25.24(d)(1)(i) (proposed 
December 11, 1979; 44 FR 71742) that this 
action is of a type that does not 
individually or cumulatively have a 
significant impact on the human 
environment. Therefore, neither an 
environmental assessment nor an 
environmental impact statement is 
required. 

This action is governed by the 
provisions of 5 U.S.C. 556 and 557 and is 
therefore excluded from Executive 
Order 12291 by section 1(a)}{1) of the 
Order. 


PART 558—NEW ANIMAL DRUGS FOR 
USE IN ANIMAL FEEDS 


§ 558.15 [Amended] 


Therefore, under the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 512(i), 82 
Stat. 347 (21 U.S.C. 360b(i))) and under 
authority delegated to the Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs {21 CFR 5.10 
(formerly § 5.1; see 46 FR 26052; May 11, 
1981)), Part 558 is amended in § 558.15 
Antibiotic, nitrofuran, and sulfonamide 
drugs in the feed of animals in the table 
in paragraph {g)(1), by revising the 6th, 
7th, and 8th entries for drug sponsor 


Hess & Clark and Norwich-Eaton 
Pharmaceuticals to read as follows: 

1. In the 6th entry, in the “Use levels” 
column, “0.011 to 0.022 percent (100 to 
200 g/ton)” is revised to read “0.011 
percent (100 g/ton).” 

2. In the 7th entry: 

a. In the “Use levels” column, “do” is 
revised to read “0.011 to 0.022 percent 
{100 to 200 g/ton).” 

b. In the “Indications for use” column, 
insert the words “nonspecific enteritis” 
before the parenthetical phrase “(blue 
comb, mud fever).” 

3. In the 8th entry, in the “Use levels” 
column, “0.011 to 0.022 percent (100 to 
200 g/ton)” is revised to read “0.02 
percent (200 g/ton).” i 

Effective date. February 25, 1976. 
(Sec. 512{i)}, 82 Stat. 347 (21 U.S.C. 360b{i))) 

Dated: March 19, 1982. 

William F. Randolph, 

Acting Associate Commissioner for 
Regulatory Affairs. 

{FR Doc. 82-8088 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am| 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


21 CFR Part 558 


New Animal Drugs for Use in Animal 
Feeds; Bacitracin Zinc 


Correction 


In FR Doc. 81-35427 appearing at page 
61073 in the issue for Tuesday, 
December 15, 1981, please make the 
following correction: 

On page 61073, in the middle column, 
in the second paragraph of the 
“Supplementary Information”, in the 
eighth line, the date “October 2, 1979” 
should have been “October 2, 1970”. 
BILLING CODE 1505-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
Department of the Army 
35 CFR Parts 251 and 253 


Regulations of the Secretary of the 
Army; Panama Canal Employment 
System 


AGENCY: Army Department, DOD. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: By this document, the 
regulations governing employment and 
compensation for Federal agencies 
operating in the area formerly known as 
the Canal Zone are amended. Section 
1212 of the Panama Canal Act of 1979 
directed the creation of a Panama Canal 
Employment System governing 
employment in the Panama Canal 
Commission and other agencies 
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conducting operations in Panama. By 
this notice, the Panama Canal 
Employment System is adopted, and the 
regulations governing employment 
practices are prescribed. Because this 
rule pertains to personnel of agencies 
covered by these regulations, it is not 
necessary to issue a notice of proposed 
rulemaking under 5 U.S.C. 553. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: March 31, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Col. Robert Banning, Office of the 
Assistant Secretary of the Army (CW), 
Washington, D.C. 20310, Tel. (202) 695- 
1370. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Accordingly, 35 CFR Parts 251 and 253 
are revised to read as follows: 


CHAPTER I—PANAMA CANAL 
REGULATIONS 


SUBCHAPTER E—EMPLOYMENT AND 
COMPENSATION UNDER THE PANAMA 
CANAL EMPLOYMENT SYSTEM 


PART 251—REGULATIONS OF THE 
SECRETARY OF THE ARMY (PANAMA 
CANAL EMPLOYMENT SYSTEM)— 
PERSONNEL POLICY ~ 


Subpart A—General Provisions 


Sec. 

251.1 Purpose. 

251.2 Definitions. 

251.3 Panama Area Personnel Board. 

251.4 Adoption of Panama Canal 
Employment System by Department of 
Defense. 

251.5 Compliance with regulations. 


Subpart B—Compensation and Allowances" 
Under the Panama Canal Employment 
System 


251.11 Uniformity of job classification 
standards. 

251.12 Uniformity of compensation. 

251.13 Establishment of basic wages. 

"251.21 Use ofcategories.- 

251.22 Non-manual category. 

251.23 Manual category. 

251.24 Special category. 

251.25 Basic compensation. 

251.31 Tropical differential. 

251.32 Additional remuneration under 

’ Panama Canal Treaty. 

251.41 Salary protection upon conversion of 
pay base. 

251.42 Individual pay determinations. 

251.43 Within-grade increases. 

251.71 Environmental and night shift 
differential for manual-type positions. 

251.72 Physical hardship or hazard 
differentials for non-manual positions. 

251.73 Premium pay. 

Authority: Issued under authority vested im 


the President by Chapter 2, Pub. L. 96-70, 93 
Stat. 461 et seq.; EO 12173, 44 FR 69271. 
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Subpart A~General Provisions 


§ 251.1 Purpose. 

The regulations in this part are 
prescribed for the purposes of 
coordinating the personnel policies and 
activities of the respective agencies 
participating in the Panama Canal 
Employment System and excluding 
employees in the Department of Defense 
from certain provisions of the Panama 
Canal Employment System. 


§ 251.2 Definitions. 

(a) “Agency” means: 

(1) The Panama Canal Commission, 
and 

(2) An executive agency or the 
Smithsonian Institution, to the extent of 
any election in effect under section 
1212(b)(2) of the Panama Canal Act. 

(b) “Employee” means an individual 
serving in a position. 

(c) The “Panama Canal Treaty” 
means the Panama Canal Treaty 
between the United States of America 
and the Republic of Panama, signed 
September 7, 1977, and related 
agreements. 

(d) “Position” means a civilian 
position in an agency, if a substantial 
portion of the duties and responsibilities 
of the position are performed in the 
Republic of Panama. 

(e) “Subchapter II” means subchapter 
Il of chapter 2 of title I of the Panama 
Canal Act of 1979 (93 Stat. 463). 

(f) “PAPB” means the Panama Area 
Personnel Board. 


§ 251.3 Panama Area Personnei Board. 

(a) There is hereby established the 
Panama Area Personnel Board (PAPB). 
The purpose of the PAPB shall be to 
assist the Secretary of the Army in 
carrying out his responsibility to 
coordinate the policies and the activities 
of the agencies participating in the 
Panama Canal Employment System. 

(b) Functions. The Panama Area 
Personnel Board shall: 

(1) Provide leadership and advice in 
all aspects of personnel management so 
as to promote uniformity of policies and 
practices to the extent compatible with 
the missions and governing rules of the 
various agencies. 

(2) Formulate and issue such 
additional regulations, guidelines, and 
procedures as may be necessary to 
carry out the provisions of Parts 251 and 
253 of this subchapter. 

(3) Approve qualification standards 
which will be applied uniformly in 
effecting all personnel actions. In 
general, qualification standards issued 
by the Office of Personnel Management 
and those developed by individual 
agencies which are appropriate for 


general use will be used for this 
purpose. 

(4) Provide technical direction to the 
Central Examining Office, Panama 
Canal Commission. 

(5) Consider requests for conversion 
to Canal Area Career or Career- 
Conditional appointments. 

(6) Perform such other duties and 
responsibilities as prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Army or his designee. 

(c) Agencies shall consult with each 
other concerning any matter of interest 
within the scope of the Panama Canal 
Employment System and refer any 
recommendations for changes to the 
Panama Area Personnel Board. 

(d) Composition. The PAPB shall be 
composed of a chairman and two other 
members. The Assistant Secretary of the 
Army (Civil Works) is appointed as 
permanent chairman. The Administrator 
of the Panama Canal Commission and 
the Commander in Chief, United States 
Southern Command, will serve as 
members. The extent to which any 
member may serve through a 
representative designated by the 
member will be determined by the 
PAPB. 

(e) Any member may enter topics on a 
meeting agenda. 

(f) Records. The Panama Canal 
Commission shall have control of the 
systems of records of the PAPB that are 
subject to 5 U.S.C. 552 and 552a (the 
Freedom of Information and Privacy 
Acts). The regulations in Parts 9 and 10 
of this title are adopted as regulations of 
the PAPB. The Administrator shall act 
as agency head for the purposes of the 
Freedom of Information and Privacy 
Acts. 


§ 251.4 Adoption of Panama Canal 
Employment System by Department of 
Defense. 

(a) Subchapter II and the Panama 
Canal Employment System are hereby 
made applicable to all employees of all 
Department of Defense agencies and 
departments in Panama, except that the 
positions and incumbents specified by 
paragraphs (b) through (e) of this section 
are excluded, to the extent indicated, 
from subchapter II and the regulations in 
this part and in Part 253. 

(b) The following positions, and the 
incumbents thereof, are excluded from 
all the provisions of subchapter II, 
(except section 1217(d)) and the 
regulations in this part and Part 253 of 
this chapter: 

(1) Consultants and experts when 
employed under the provisions of 5 
U.S.C. 3109 or other statutory authority. 

(2) Any employee excluded by 5 
U.S.C, 2105(c) from coverage under laws 
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administered by the Office of Personnel 
Management. 

(3) Compensated therapy employees 
of the Corozal Army Mental Health 
Center. 

(4) Officers and employees of the 
National Security Agency appointed or 
compensated pursuant to the provisions 
of Pub. L. 86-36 (73 Stat. 63). 

(5) Positions in the Department of 
Defense designated as sensitive, key 
positions, for which off-Isthmus 
recruitment is necessary, except that the 
incumbents of these positions are 
eligible to receive any differential 
authorized by subchapter II and the 
regulations in §§ 251.31 and 251.32 of 
this part. 

(c) The following positions, and the 
incumbents thereof, are excluded from 
the provisions of section 1212 of the 
Panama Canal Act which provide for 
merit selection for employment, section 
1213 of the said Act and Subparts B and 
C of the regulations in Part 253 of this 
chapter: 

(1) Attorneys. 

(2) Intelligence related positions in the 
Departments of Defense and Army that 
are excepted from the competitive 
service by 5 CFR 213.3106(d)(1), 
213.3106(d}{2), and 213.3107(a)(5). 

(3) Visiting physicians and nurses of 
the Health Services Command, U.S. 
Army Medical Activity, Panama 
assigned to the home visit program 
under the Cash Relief Act of July 8, 1937, 
as amended (50 Stat. 478; 68 Stat. 17), for 
beneficiaries who reside in the Republic 
of Panama. 

(4) Hospital residents and interns and 
other student hospital employees. 

(5) Positions designated by competent 
authority as fee-rate positions within the 
Special Category established by the 
regulations in this part. 

(6) Positions requiring part-time or 
intermittent services in which the 
individual appointee will receive during 
his service year compensation that 
aggregates not more than 40 percent of 
the annual salary rate for the first step 
of grade 3 in the applicable Non-Manual 
schedule, ; 

(7) Positions designated by the agency 
as appropriate for use as Student 
Trainee positions and which are filled 
under a cooperative work-study 
agreement between an agency and a 
college or university approved for 
participation in such a program by the 
agency. 

(8) Positions of mess attendant which 
are designated by the commander of the 
employing military command for 
occupancy of San Blas (Cuna) Indians 
pursuant to agreements with the San 
Blas Tribal Chieftain. 





(9) Student assistant positions. 

(10) Positions that are filled by 
mentally retarded or severely physically 
handicapped persons pursuant to 
regulations issued by the PAPB. Such 
regulations shall conform, in substance, 
to those utilized to authorize 


appointment of the aforesaid classes of _ 


persons in Federal employment in the 
United States. 

(d) Heads of services in hospitals 
operated by the United States in the 
Republic of Panama, and the incumbents 
thereof, are excluded from the 
provisions of sections 1212 of the 
Panama Canal Act which provide for 
merit selection for employment, sections 
1212 and 1215-1217 of the said Act, 
Subpart B of the regulations in this part, 
and subparts B and C of the regulation 
in Part 253, except that such positions 
and incumbents are not excluded from 
the provisions of section 1217({d) of the 
Act. 

(e) Positions of student assistant, 
apprentice and learner, and the 
incumbents thereof, are excluded from 
the provisions of section 1225(b)(2) of 
the Panama Canal Act. 

(f) Professional educators employed 
by the Department of Defense 
Dependent Schools are excluded from 
all the provisions of subchapter Il and 
the regulations in this part and Part 253 
of this Chapter, except that the 
incumbents of these positions are 
eligible to receive any differential 
authorized by subchapter I and the 
regulations in §§ 251.31 and 251.32 of 
this part. 


§ 251.5 Compliance with regulations. 

Inspection or program evaluation 
facilities within the higher headquarters 
of the employing agencies will be 
utilized for periodic evaluation of 
operations under the regulations in this 
part and Part 253 of this chapter. When 
an evaluation indicates failure on the 
part of any activity to adhere to the 
regulations in this part, the Secretary of 
the Army will bring such deviations to 
the attention of the head of the agency 
concerned who will be responsible for 
taking necessary corrective action. 
When an evaluation reveals an 
improper or erroneous action by the 
PAPB, the Chairman of the PAPB will 
direct corrective action be taken. 


§ 251.11 Uniformity of job classification 
standards. 


In order to assure uniform application 
of rates of basic compensation, job 
classification standards shall be uniform 


within and among all agencies. Any 
problems arising in achieving such 
uniformity which cannot be resolved 
between or among the agencies shall be 
referred to the PAPB for resolution. If 
resolution is not achieved the matter 
shall then be forwarded to the Office of 
the Secretary of the Army for decision. 


§ 251.12 Uniformity of compensation. 

(a) The rates of basic compensation 
for positions and employees and the - 
additional compensation authorized by 
§§ 251.31 and 251.32 shall be uniform 
within and among all agencies. Any 
problems arising in achieving such 
uniformity shall be referred to the PAPB 
for resolution. If resolution is not 
achieved the matter shall. then be 
forwarded to the Office of the Secretary 
of the Army for decision. 

(b) This section shall not preclude the 
adoption by agencies, under regulations 
issued by the PAPB, of special rate 
ranges or other special rates of basic 
pay for positions for which employees 
must be recruited from outside the 
Republic of Panama or in other 
appropriate circumstances. This section 
shall not preclude the establishment of 
rates of pay for employees described in 
paragraph (b)(1) of this section that are 
different than the rates established for 
employees described in paragraph (b)({2) 
of this section: 

(1) A person who was employed by a 
department on September 30, 1979 and 
continued in employment with an 
agency without a break in service or 
more than three days or a person who 
was separated from the service of the 
Panama Canal Company or Canal Zone 
Government by reason of a reduction in 
force on September 30, 1979, and was 
appointed to a position in the Panama 
Canal Commission before April 1, 1980; 
a person who was employed on 
September 30, 1979, by an agency of the 
United States Government (other than 
an agency subject to this part) which 
since that date has had responsibility 
for carrying out the rights and 
responsibilities of the United States 
under the Panama Canal Treaty of 1977 
if the person is appointed to a position 
under Part 253 within 90 days of 
terminating employment with such 
agency; and 

(2) Anyone other than a person 
described in paragraph (b)(1) of this 
section. 


§ 251.13 Establishment of basic wages. 

Agencies that participate in the 
Panama Canal Employment System 
shall consult with each other concerning 
basic pay for employees and shall refer 
their recommendations for basic pay to 
the Panama Area Personnel Board. 
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Upon approval by the Secretary of the 
Army or his designee of basic wage 
rates, the rates shall be adopted by the 
agencies. 


§ 251.21 Use of categories. 


Positions in the agencies shall be 
grouped into the categories set forth in 
§§ 251.22 to 251.24. 


§ 251.22 Non-manual category. 


Those occupational groupings which 
embrace administrative, clerical, 
technical, professional, and related 
occupations. This includes positions 
covered by Chapter 51 of Title 5, United 
States Code, except for those which are 
specifically excepted and covered in the 
Special Category. 


§ 251.23 Manual category. 


(a) Those manual-type occupational 
groupings that elsewhere in the Federal 
government are usually covered by the 
Federal Wage System, i.e., those that 
encompass the unskilled, semi-skilled, 
and skilled manual-labor occupations in 
the trades, crafts, and related 
employment. This category does not 
include those positions that are 
specifically excepted and placed in the 
special category. 

(b) The PAPB shall prescribe 
standards for grading manual category 
jobs. Whenever a job-grading standard 
under the Federal Wage System is 
utilized, the PAPB shall modify it if 
necessary to take into account any 
significant differences in knowledge, 
skill, or responsibility requirements that 
are found between the job covered by 
the Federal Wage System standard and 
the Canal Area position to which it is 
applied. 


§ 251.24 Special category. 


Those occupational groupings which 
are excepted from the Non-Manual and 
Manual categories, and whose bases - 
have been traditionally or by statute 
evaluated, classified, and titled by 
reference to applicable Government or 
industry standards for the same or 
similar work. 


§ 251.25 Basic compensation. 


For employees not entitled to the 
differential prescribed by § 251.31 or the 
additional remuneration prescribed by 
section 251.32, the rates of pay shall be 
the base salary or wage rates prescribed 
by § 251.13. For employees who are 
entitled to the differential prescribed by 
§ 251.31 or the additional remuneration 
prescribed by § 251.32, the rates of pay 
shall be the base salary or wage rate 
plus the applicable differential or 
additional remuneration. The aggregate 
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pay thus derived shall be considered 
basic compensation. 


§ 251.31 Tropical differential. 

(a) An overseas tropical differential 
for an employee in the category 
established by § 251.12(b)(1) who is a 
medical doctor employed by the 
Department of Defense or the Panama 
Canal Commission or a United States 
citizen employee, and who qualifies 
under the provisions of paragraph (b) of 
this section, shall be fixed by the head 
of each agency in an amount equal to 15 
percent of the applicable base wage or 
salary established-under § 251.13. 

(b) The tropical differential prescribed 
by paragraph (a) of this section shall be 
paid to each United States citizen 
employee, and each medical doctor 
employed by the Department of Defense 
or the Panama Canal Commission, who 
qualifies under the following rules: 

(1) To be eligible, the employee must 
be a medical doctor employed by the 
Department of Defense or the Panama 
Canal Commission or must have 
continuously occupied a position, other 
than a position the rates of pay for 
which are fixed in accordance with 
rates of pay for the same or similar work 
performed outside the continental 
United States, since (i) recruitment or 
transfer by a department from a place 
(other than the Canal Zone) under the 
jurisdiction of the United States, or (ii) 
separation from the Armed Forces of the 
United States or from employment with 
a United States firm, organization, or 
interest under conditions which 
provided by contract for return 
transportation to a place (other than the 
Canal Zone) under the jurisdiction of the 
United States. 

(2) When the employee is married to 
another employee eligible for the 
differential prescribed by this section, 
the differential may be paid to one 
spouse only. 

(3) The employee whose spouse is a 
member of the U.S. military service 
stationed in the area may be paid the 
differential only to the extent that the 
amount of the differential otherwise 
payable exceeds the amount of the total 
housing allowance (BAQ plus the 
housing portion of the station 
allowance) established for Panama, 
Republic of Panama, for a military 
member having the same rank and 
family size as the employee's military 
spouse. The employee whose spouse, by 
reason of U.S. Government employment 
inthe Republic of Panama, is eligible 
under the Department of State 
Standardized Regulations (Government 
Civilian, Foreign Areas) (DSSR) for a 
living quarters allowance (LQA) may be 
paid the differential only to the extent 


that the amount of the differential 
otherwise payable exceeds the amount 
of LQA established for Panama, 
Republic of Panama, by sections 920 and 
932.22 of the DSSR for one in the same 
quarter group and with the same familv 
size as the employee's spouse. 

(4) An employee may be paid tropical 
differential only to the extent that such 
payment, when combined with his base 
wage or salary established under 
§ 251.13 does not exceed the current rate 
of step 5, GS-17, of the General 
Schedule set out in 5 U.S.C. 5332(a). 

(5) Tropical differential may be paid 
only to an individual whose retention 
the head of the agency determines is 
essential. 

(c) The rule set forth in paragraph 
(b)(1) of this section shall not disqualify 
the employee who has been 
continuously employed since July 3, 
1976, and who on that date was (1) 
receiving a differential, (2) not receiving 
a differential because the employee's 
spouse was receiving a differential or a 
housing or living quarters allowance, (3) 
not receiving a differential because the 
employee was under 21, unmarried, and 
the child or stepchild of a resident of the 
Canal Zone or the Republic of Panama, 
or (4) not receiving a differential solely 
because such payment, when combined 
with his or her aggregate compensation 
established under prior regulations in 
this subpart would have exceeded the 
current rate of step 5, GS-17, of the 
General Schedule set out in 5 U.S.C. 
5332{(a). 

(d) The rules set forth in paragraph 
(b)(2) and (b)(3) of this section shall not 
disqualify for the differential the 
employee who is living apart from his or 
her spouse while party to a pending 
action for divorce or separate 
maintenance filed in a court of 
competent jurisdiction. 


§ 251.32 Additional remuneration under 
Panama Canai Treaty. 

(a)(1) An overseas Panama Area 
differential for an employee in the 
category established by § 251.12{b)(2) 
and who qualifies under the provisions 
of paragraph (b) of this section shall be 
fixed by the head of each agency for 
each position in an amcunt equal to (i) 
the rate of basic pay for the same or 
similar work performed in the 
continental United States by employees 
of the Government of the United States 


- plus (ii) an amount equal to 15 percent 


of that rate, less (iii) the base rate of pay 
established for the position pursuant to 
§ 251.13. The amount of the differential 
shall not exceed 25 percent of the rate of 
pay for the same or similar work 
performed in the United States by 


employees of the Government of the 
United States. 

(2) Notwithstanding the provisions of 
paragraph (a)(1) of this section, the 
Panama Area differential for pilots in 
the category established by 
§ 251.12(b)(2), employed in the 
navigation of vessels in the waters of 
the Panama Canal, who qualify under 
the provisions of paragraph (b) of this 
section, shall be an amount equal to 15 
percent of the base salary established 
under § 251.13. 

(b) The Panama Area differential 
prescribed by paragraph (a) of this 
section shall be paid to each empleyee 
who qualifies under the following rules: 

(1) An employee is eligible if (i) he is 
recruited from outside the Republic of 
Panama for placement in Panama, or {ii) 
he is a medical doctor employed by the 
Department of Defense in Panama or by 
the Panama Canal Commission. 

(2) An employee may be paid the 
Panama Area differential only to the 
extent that such payment, when 
combined with his basic compensation 
established under § 251.13, does not 
exceed the current rate of step 5, GS-17 
of the General Schedule set out in 5 
U.S.C. 5332{a). 

(3) The Panama Area differential may 
be paid only to an individual whose 
recruitment or retention the agency head 
determines to be essential. 

(c) The rates of the Panama Area 
differential prescribed by this section 
shall be adjusted by heads of agencies 
with reference to changes in rates of pay 
for United States Government 
employees in the continental United 
States. 


§ 251.41 Salary protection upon 
conversion of pay base. 


(a) In the case of any employee whose 
rate of basic pay is determined in 
relation to rates of basic pay for the 
same or similar work in the United 
States and which is converted to a rate 
of basic pay which is determined in 
relation to rates in areas other than the 
United States, the employee shall 
continue to receive a rate of basic pay 
(but not including environmental 
differentials authorized under §§ 251.71 
or 251.72 of this Chapter) not less than 
that to which the employee was entitled 
immediately before the conversion. 

(b) This section shall cease to apply 
with respect to any employee if the 
employee is placed in a position: 

(1) For which the rate of basic pay is 
determined in relation to rates of basic 
pay in the United States; or 

(2) Which is of a lower grade. 





12956 


§ 251.42 Individual pay determinations. 
(a) Except as provided in paragraph 
(b) of this section, pay determinations in 
connection with personnel actions such 
as promotions, demotions, transfers, and 
conversions to new schedules shall be 

made in accordance with regulations 
generally in effect for employees in the 
Federal service as follows: 

(1) Non-manual category. Salary 
changes for employees in this category 
shall be in general conformity with 
Subparts B and C of 5 CFR Part 531. 

(2) Manual category. Wage ; 
determinations for employees in this 
category shall be made in accordance 
with regulations published by the PAPB. 
Such regulations shall generally conform 
to regulations published in 5 CFR Part 
532. 

(3) Special category. Salary and wage 
changes for employees in this category 
shall be made in accordance with 
regulations promulgated by the 
employing agency. In those cases where 
more than one agency employs persons 
in positions in this category, the 
regulations will be developed jointly by 
the interested agencies. 

(b) The pay and grade retention 
regulations in effect for employees to 
whom Chapter 51 of Title 5, United 
States Code, applies, which are set forth 
in 5 CFR Part 536, shall, in general, apply 
to reductions in the pay or grade of 
employees to whom this section applies, 
except that the provisions of 5 CFR Part 
536 pertaining to retroactivity and to 
appeals shall not apply, and except that 
the PAPB may make other exceptions. 


§ 251.43 Within-grade increases. 

(a) Non-manual category. Employees 
in positions in this category shall be 
advanced to higher steps within the 
grade of their positions in accordance 
with 5 CFR Part 531, Subpart D. 

(b) Manual category. Employees in 
positions in this category shall be 
advanced successively to the next 
higher step in their grade level in 
accordance with FPM Supplement 532-1. 

(c) Special category. Employees in 
positions in this category shall be 
advanced successively to the next 
higher step within their grade in 
accordance with regulations to be 
prescribed by the head of the agency 
concerned. 


§ 251.71 Environmental and night shift 
differentials for manual-type positions. 

The head of each agency, in 
coordination with the heads of other 
agencies, may authorize payment of 
environmental differentials for manual- 
type positions to compensate for 
exposure to hazards, physical hardships, 
and working conditions of an unusually 


severe nature which have not been 
considered in determining the base rate 
of pay for the position in question. 
Differentials for night work may also be 
established for manual-type positions. 
Any differential prescribed under this 
section shall conform with like 
differentials established under the 
Federal Wage System to the extent that 
it is practicable under local conditions. 
Such differential shall be treated as part 
of the basic compensation for the 
position to the extent it is so treated in 
the Federal Wage System. | 


§ 251.72 Physical hardship or hazard 
differentials for non-manual positions. 

The head of each agency, in 
coordination with the heads of other 
agencies, may authorize payment of 
differentials for positions, other than 
positions subject to § 251.71 of this 
chapter, to compensate for irregular or 
intermittent duty involving unusual 
physical hardship or hazard. Differential 
prescribed under this section shall 
generally conform to regulations 
published in 5 CFR Part 550. 


§ 251.73 Premium pay. 

(a) Premium pay for Manual-type 
positions shall be established in 
accordance with the provisions of 5 
U.S.C. 5544 and Supplement 532-1 of the 
Federal Personnel Manual; Provided, 
However, That any rule concerning 
premium pay established prior to the 
effective date of these regulations may 
be continued for the type of position to 
which the rule applied before the said 
effective date. 

(b) Premium pay and compensatory 
time for positions, other than positions 
subject to paragraph (a) of this section, 
shall be established in accordance with 
the provisions of subchapter V of 
chapter 55 of Title 5, United States 
Code; provided, however, that any rule 
concerning premium pay or 
compensatory time established prior to 
the effective date of these regulations 
may be continued for the type of 
position to which the rule applied before 
the said effective date. 


PART 253—REGULATIONS OF THE 
SECRETARY OF THE ARMY (PANAMA 
CANAL EMPLOYMENT SYSTEM)— 
EMPLOYMENT POLICY 


Panama Canal Employment System 
Subpart A—General Provisions 


Sec. 

253.1 Purpose. 

253.2 Definitions. 

253.3 Establishment of Panama Canal 
Employment System; Scope and 
Requirements. 

253.4 Coverage and exclusions. 

253.5 Central Examining Office. 
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Sec. 

253.6 Review by the Office of Personnel 
Management. : 

253.7 Deviations. 

253.8 Exclusions. 


Panama Canal Board of Appeals 


253.11 Establishment; composition; 
appointment of members; alternates; 
employees. 

253.12 Decisions of the Board. 

253.13 Classification of appeals. 

253.14 Terms of members. 

253.15 Appeals procedures. 

253.16 Effective date of decisions. 

Subpart B—Filling Positions 

253.31 Authority of appointing officers; 
methods of filling vacancies. 

253.32 [Reserved]. 

253.33 Positions restricted to Veterans of 
United States Armed Forces. 

253.34 Disqualification of applicants. 

253.35 Appointments subject to 
investigation. 

253.36 Prohibited practices. 

253.37 Examinations. 

253.38 Rating competitors. 

253.39 Establishment of registers of 
eligibles. 

253.40 Certification for appointment. 

253.41 Selection from certificates. 

253.42. Appointments from registers. 

253.43 Temporary and term appointments. 

253.44 Noncompetitive appointments. 

253.45 Tenure following noncompetitive 
appointment. 

253.46 Promotion, demotion, reassignment, 
and transfer. 

253.47 Rotation of personnel. 

Subpart C—Conversion To Canal Area 

Career or Career-Conditional Appointments 

253.71 — Eligibility. 

253.72 Procedure. 

253.73 Tenure. 

253.74 Acquisition of merit status. 

253.75 Employees not recommended for 
conversion. 


Subpart D—{Reserved] 


Subpart E—Performance Rating 
253.181 Rating system. 


Subpart F—Training 
253.201 Training programs. 


Subpart G—Military Service 
253.221 Rights of employees. 


Subpart H—Adverse Personnel and 

Reduction-in-Force Actions 

253.241 Applicability of existing law and 
civil service regulations. 

253.242 Probationary employees. 


Subpart |—Grievances and Appeais 

253.261 Grievance procedures. 

253.262 Adverse actions and appeals. 

253.263 Appeals from applicants or 
eligibles. 

Subpart J—Records and Reports 


253.291 Applicability of Federal personnel 
manual. 
253.292 Official personnel folders. 


ve 
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Subpart K—Labor-Management Relations 


Sec. 
253.311 Labor-management and employee 
relations. 


Subpart L—Equal Employment Opportunity 
253.331 Policy concerning equal 
employment opportunity. 
Authority: Issued under authority vested in 
the President by Chapter 2, Pub. L. 96-70, 93 
Stat. 461 et seq.; EO 12173, 44 FR 69271. 


Panama Canal Employment System 
Subpart A—General Provisions 


§ 253.1 Purpose. 

The regulations in this part are 
prescribed for the purpose of 
establishing the Panama Canal 
Employment System governing 
employment in the Panama Canal 
Commission and any other Executive 
Agency, or the Smithsonian Institution, 
electing to participate in the system. 

§ 253.2 Definitions. 

As used in this part: 

(a) “Administrator” is the 
Administrator of the Panama Canal 
Commission. 

(b) “Agency” means: 

(1) The Panama Canal Commission, 
and 

(2) An executive agency or the 
Smithsonian Institution, to the extent of 
any election in effect under Section 
1212(b)(2) of the Panama Canal Act; 
except that in paragraph (r) of this 
section “agency” shall mean an 
Executive agency, as that term is 
defined in 5 U.S.C. 105. 

(c) “Competitive service” has the 
meaning given that term in 5 U.S.C. 2102. 
(d) “Employee” means an individual 

serving in a position. 

(e) The “Panama Canal Act” means 
the Panama Canal Act of 1979 (Pub. L. 
96-70, 93 Stat. 463). 

(f) The “Panama Canal Treaty” means 
the Panama Canal Treaty between the 
United States of America and the 
Republic of Panama, signed September 
7, 1977, and related agreements. 

(g) “Position” means a civilian 
position in an agency, if a substantial 
portion of the duties and responsibilities 
of the position are performed in the 
Republic of Panama. In the case of the 
Commission, “position” means a civilian 
position in the Commission. 

(h) “Subchapter II” means subchapter 
II of chapter 2 of title I of the Panama 
Canal Act. 

(i) “PAPB” means the Panama Area 
Personnel Board. 

(j) “CEO” means the Central 
Examining Office. 

(k) “Competitive status” has the 
meaning ascribed to that term in 5 CFR 
1.3(c). 


(1) “Continental United States” means 
the forty-eight contiguous states of the 
United States of America and the 
District of Columbia. 

(m) “Federal Wage System” means 
the system for fixing and adjusting the 
rates of pay for prevailing rate 
employees.of the U.S. Government that 
was established by Pub. L. 92-392 and 
as set forth in FPM Supplement 532-1 
and related issuances. 

(n) “Isthmus” means all territory of 
the Republic of Panama. 

(o) “Merit Status” means basic 
eligibility to be noncompetitively 
selected to fill a vacant position under 
the Panama Canal Employment System. 

(p) “OPM” means the Office of 
Personnel Management. 

(q) “Veteran” means a person entitled 
to preference as a “preference eligible” 
as defined by 5 U.S.C. 2108(3). 

(r) “Department” means a department, 
agency or independent establishment in 
the executive branch of the Government 
of the United States (including a 
corporation wholly owned or controlled 
by the United States) which conducted 
operations in the Canal Zone. 


§ 253.3 Establishment of Panarna Canal 
Employment System; scope and 
requirements. 


(a) There is hereby established a 
Panama Canal Employment System. The 
employment system is a system of: 

(1) Selection for appointment, 
reappointment, reinstatement, 
reemployment and retention with 
respect to positions, employees, and 
individuals under consideration for 
appointment; and 

(2) Regulations concerning other 
matters related to employment in an 
agency, as prescribed in this chapier. 

(b) The Panama Canal Employment 
System shall: 

(1) Be based on the consideration of 
the merit of each employee or candidate 
for employment and the qualifications 
and fitness of the employee or candidate 
to hold the position concerned; _ 

(2) Be subject to the provisions of the 
Panama Canal Treaty of 1977 and 
related agreements and any other 
applicable provision of law; 

(3) Apply uniformly within and among 
all agencies, positions, employees and 
individuals concerned; 

(4) Conform, to the extent practicable 
and consistent with the provisions of 
law, to the policies, principles, and 
standards applicable to the competitive 
service; 

(5) In the-case of employees who are 
citizens of the United States, provide for 
the appropriate interchange of those 
employees between positions under this 
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system and positions in the competitive 
service; and 

(6) In the case of non-Panamanian 
employees hired on or after October 1, 
1979, include a policy for their periodic 
rotation in accordance with the Panama 
Canal Treaty or the it in 
Implementation of Article IV thereof. 

(c) The Panama Canal Commission 
and, to the extent of any election 
pursuant to law and paragraph (d) of 
this section, any other agency shall 
conduct their employment practices in 
accordance with this system and the 
regulations in this part and in Part 251 of 
this chapter. 

(d) The head of any Executive Agency 
and the Smithsonian Institution may 
elect to have the Panama Canal 
Employment System made applicable in 
whole or in part to personnel of that 
agency in the Republic of Panama. 

(e) Provisions for interchange between 
this system and the competitive service 
which involve movement from this 
system to the competitive service shall 
be subject to the concurrence of the 
Office of Personnel Management. 


"§ 253.4 Coverage and exclusions. 


(a) Applicability. Except as otherwise 
provided by an agency head in adopting 
this employment system for application 
to an agency, the regulations in this part 
apply to all applicants for employment 
and employees, irrespective of 
citizenship, and to all positions except 
the employees and positions excluded 
pursuant to § 253.8. 

(b) Exclusions. The Assistant 
Secretary of Army may exclude 
employees or positions from any or all 
provisions of this part and may revoke 
such exclusions. 


§ 253.5 Central Examining Office. 

(a) There is established the Central 
Examining Office. 

(b) The purpose of the Central 
Examining Office is to assist in 
implementing the Panama Canal Treaty 
and related agreements with respect to 
recruitment, examination, determination 
of qualification standards, and similar 
matters. 

(c) Authority of the Central Examining 
Office. The CEO may, subject to policy 
direction of the PAPB: 

(1) Develop examination rating guides. 

(2) Conduct, or arrange for, such 
recruitment and examining programs as 
may be required to insure an adequate 
supply of qualified eligibles. 

(d) The Central Examining Office shall 
serve all agencies equally, and shall not 
give preference to any agency. 





12958 


§ 253.6 Review by the Office of Personnel 
Management. 


The Office of Personnel Management 
shall make periodic reviews of the 
operations of the Panama Canal 
Employment System for conformity with 
the requirements of applicable portions 
of Title 5, United States Code, this part, 
and Part 251, and shall report its 
findings to the Panama Area Personnel 
Board. 


§ 253.7 Deviations. 

Whenever strict compliance with the 
letter of the regulations in this part 
would create practical difficulties or 
undue hardships, the Panama Area 
Personnel Board may permit a deviation 
from these regulations. Such authority 
may be exercised only if the deviation is 
within the spirit of the regulations, and 
the efficiency of the U.S. Government 
and the integrity of the Panama Canal 
Employment System are protected and 
promoted. Any deviation authorized, 
and the reasons therefor, shall be made 
a matter of record. 


§ 253.6 Exclusions. 

(a) Pursuant to the provisions of 
§ 253.4(b), the positions specified by 
paragraphs (b), (c), (d), and (e) of this 
section, and incumbents thereof, are 
excluded, to the extent indicated, from 
the provisions of subchapter II and the 
regulations in this part and in Part 251 of 
this chapter. 

(b) The following positions, and the 
incumbents thereof, are excluded from 
all the provisions of subchapter II 
(except section 1217(d)) and the 
regulations in this part, and in Part 251 
of this chapter: 

(1) The Administrator, Deputy 
Administrator, Chief Engineer, Chief 
Financial Officer and-Secretary of the 
Panama Canal Commission. 

(2) Persons in the active military, 
naval, or public health service of the 
United States appointed to the Panama 
Canal Commission. 

(3) Consultants and experts when 
employed under the provisions of 5 
U.S.C. 3109 or other statutory authority. 

(4) Any employee excluded by 5 
U.S.C. 2105(c) from coverage under laws 
administered by the Office of Personnel 
Management. 

(5) The Ombudsman. 

(6) Positions in the Panama Canal 
Commission and the incumbents thereof, 
if a substantial portion of the duties and 
responsibilities are performed in the 
United States. All of the rights and 
privileges which are provided by 
applicable laws and regulations for 
citizens of the United States employed 
in the competitive service, except Title 
5, United States Code, Chapter 43 


pertaining to performance appraisal, are 


extended to the incumbents of such 
positions, other than the Secretary of the 
Panama Canal Commission. 

(c) The following positions, and the 
incumbents thereof, are excluded from 
the provisions of section 1212 of the . 
Panama Canal Act which provide for 
merit selection for employment, section 
1213 of the said Act and Subparts B and 
C of the regulations in this part: 

(1) Attorneys. 

(2) Positions designated as fee-rate 
positions within the Special Category 
established by § 251.24. 

(3) Positions requiring part-time or 
intermittent services in which the 
individual appointee will receive during 
his service year compensation that 
aggregates not more than 40 percent of 
the annual salary rate for the first step 
of grade 3 in the applicable Non-Manual 
schedule. 

(4) Positions designated by the agency 
as appropriate for use as Student 
Trainee positions and which are filled 
under a cooperative work-study 
agreement between an agency and a 
college or university approved for 
participation in such a program by the 
agency. 

(5) Positions that are filled by 
mentally retarded or severely physically 
handicapped persons pursuant to 
regulations issued by the agency. Such 
regulations shall conform, in substance, 
to those utilized to authorize 
appointment of the aforesaid classes of 
persons in Federal employment in the 
United States. 

(6) The positions in the Panama Canal 
Commission of Deputy Chief Engineer 
and Associate Ombudsman. 

(7) Student assistant positions. 

(8) Liaison agents of the General 
Services Bureau of the Panama Canal 
Commission. 

(d) All Bureau Directors and Heads of 
Independent Units of the Panama Canal 
Commission, and the incumbents 
thereof, are excluded from the 
provisions of section 1212 of the Panama 
Canal Act which provide for merit 
selection for employment, sections 1213 
and 1215-1217 of the said Act, Subpart B 
of Part 251 and Subparts B and C of the 
regulations in this part, except that such 
positions and incumbents are not 
excluded from the provisions of section 
1217(d) of the Act. 

(e) Positions of student assistant, 
apprentice and learner, and the 
incumbents thereof, are excluded from 
the previsions of section 1225(b){2) of 
the Panama Canal Act. 
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Panama Canal Board of Appeals 


§ 253.11 Establishment; composition; 
appointment of members; alternates; 
employees. 


(a) There is established a Panama 
Canal Board of Appeals to review and 
determine the classification appeals of 
employees. 

(b) The Board shall consist of five 
members, all of whom shall be civilians 
employed by the Federal Government 
and appointed by the Assistant 
Secretary of the Army as follows: 

(1) One member shall be nominated 
by the Office of Personnel Management. 
(2) Two members shall be selected - 

from among employees of U.S. 
Government agencies in the Republic of 
Panama (one from a Department of 
Defense agency and the other from the 
Panama Canal Commission) and shall 
be appointed only after appropriate 
consultation With the advice from 
organizations representing such 
employees. 

(3) The remaining members (one from 
Department of Defense and one from 
Panama Canal Commission) will be 
selected by the Assistant Secretary of 
the Army. 

(c) The Assistant Secretary of the 
Army shall appoint one of the members 
as Chairman of the Board. 

(d) For each member of the Board, two 
alternate members shall be appointed, 
following the same criteria as for 
appointment of members. An alternate 
shall serve on the Board whenever the 
member for whom he is the alternate is 
unable to serve for any reason. 

(e) The Panama Area Personnel Board 
will provide administrative and 
logistical support necessary to 
accomplish Board functions. 


§ 253.12 Decisions of the Board. - 


(a) Decisions of the Board on any 
question or-other matter relating to an 
appeal shall be made by majority vote 
of its members. : 

(b) Decisions of the Board are final 
and conclusive and the agency 
concerned shall take action in 
accordance with the decision. 


§ 253.13 Classification appeals. 

(a) Any employee may request at any 
time that his employing agency review 
and revise or adjust the classification, 
grade, and pay level of his position, or 
any of them, as the case may be. Such 
requests for review and revision or 
adjustment shall be submitted and 
adjudicated in accordance with the 
regularly established procedures of the 
employing agency. 

(b) In the event of adverse 
classification decision by the employing 
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agency, an employee shall have the right 
to appeal, in writing, to the Panama 
Canal Board of Appeals. 


§ 253.14 Terms of members. 

The term of service for each member 
or alternate member of the Panama 
Canal Board of Appeals shall be for 2 
years, provided that the Assistant 
Secretary of the Army may, in his 
discretion, terminate or extend the term 
of service of any member or alternate 
member at any time. Individuals who 
are designated as members or alternate 
members shall be detailed to the 
Panama Canal Board of Appeals for 
such periods as their services are 
required. Any hearings on employee 
appeals will be heard in the Republic of 
Panama. 


§ 253.15 Appeals procedures. 

The Panama Canal Board of Appeals 
shall formulate the procedures 
necessary to the performance of the 
functions prescribed by § 1222 of the 
Panama Canal Act. Those portions of 
the procedures establishing time limits 
for filing appeals, the form in which 
appeals are to be submitted, and the 
circumstances under which the personal 
appearance of an employee or his 
representative will be authorized, shall 
be published for the information of all 
employees. 


§ 253.16 Effective date of decisions. 

(a) Decisions of the Panama Canal 
Board of Appeals shall be binding upon 
all employing agencies, and shall be 
effective not later than the beginning of 
the fourth pay period following the 
receipt of the decision in the employing 
agency unless a specific date is stated in 
the decision in accordance with 
paragraph (b) of this section. 

(b) When the appeal to the Panama 
Canal Board of Appeals is made within 
30 calendar days from the date of an 
employee's receipt of an adverse 
decision from his employing agency on a 
classification appeal provided by 
§ 253.13, if it is from an action lowering 
the grade or pay level of the employee's 
position, and the decision of the Panama 
Canal Board of Appeals raises the grade 
or pay level of the position, the effective 
date shall be retroactive to the date of 
the action which lowered the grade or 
pay level. However, when the decision 
of the Panama Canal Board of Appeals 
raises the grade or pay level of the 
position above the grade or pay level in 
effect immediately preceding the 
lowering thereof, retroactivity will apply 
only to the.extent of restoration to the 
grade or pay level in effect immediately 
preceding the lowering thereof. 
Retroactivity may be based only on 


duties and responsibilities existing at 
the time of the lowering of the grade or 
pay level and not on the basis of duties 
and responsibilities later assigned. 

(c) The right to a retroactive effective 
date under paragraph (b) of this section 
may be preserved in the discretion of 
the Panama Canal Board of Appeals 
upon a showing by the employee that 
reasons beyond his control prevented 
him from appealing within the 30-day 
period referred to in that subparagraph 
and that he did appeal as promptly as 
circumstances permitted. 


Subpart B—Filling Positions 


§ 253.31 Authority of appointing officers; 
methods of filling vacancies. 

(a) Appointing officers of an agency 
shall effect personnel actions in 
accordance with the regulations in this 

art. 

(b) In his discretion an appointing 
officer may fill any position either by 
competitive appointment from a Panama 
Canal Employment System register, by 
appointment or position change of a 
present or former Federal employee 
through noncompetitive action in 
accordance with the regulations in this 
part, or, when authorized under § 253.43, 
by temporary appointment. Except as 
otherwise provided in the regulations in 
this part, the appointing officer shall 
exercise his discretion in all personnel 
actions solely on the basis of merit and 
fitness. In determining merit and fitness 
of any person, there shall be no 
discrimination on the basis of 
nationality or citizenship, religious or 
political affiliations, marital status, 
physical handicap, race, color, sex, age, 
or national origin. 


§ 253.32 [Reserved]. 


§ 253.33 Positions restricted to veterans 
of United States Armed Forces. 

The provisions of 5 CFR 330.401, 
330.402 and 330.403 apply in their 
entirety. 


§ 253.34 Disqualification of applicants. 

An applicant may be denied 
examination and an eligible may be 
denied appointment for any of the 
reasons set forth below. A person 
disqualified for any of the listed reasons 
may, in the discretion of the PAPB, be 
denied examination, or denied 
appointment to any position, for such 
period as it may determine. : 

(a) Dismissal from employment for 
delinquency or misconduct. 

(b) Physical or mental unfitness for 
the position for which applied. 

(c) Criminal, infamous, dishonest, 
immoral, or notoriously disgraceful 
conduct. 


(d) Intentional false statements or 
deception or fraud in examination or 
appointment. 

(e) Habitual use of narcotics or 
habitual use of intoxicating beverages to 
excess. 

(f) In the case of citizens of the United 
States, reasonable doubt as to the 
loyalty of the person involved to the 
Government of the United States. 

(g) In the case of non-United States 
citizens, reasonable doubt that the 
person involved would refrain from 
committing acts inimical to the interests 
of the Government of the United States. 

(h) Refusal to furnish testimony in 
regard to matters inquired of arising 
under the regulations in this chapter, or 
refusal to furnish testimony in 
connection with investigations 
conducted pursuant to Executive Order 
10450 of April 1953. (3 CFR, 1949-1953 
Comp., p. 936.) 

(i) Any legal or other disqualification 
which makes the applicant unfit for the 
service. 


§ 253.35 Appointments subject to 
investigation. 


(a) All initial appointments or 
reappointments made under this part 
shall be subject to such investigation as 
may be required to establish the 
appointee’s qualifications and suitability 
for employment. 

(b) Except in cases involving 
intentional false statements, or 
deception or fraud in examination or 
appointment, the condition “subject to 
investigation” automatically expires at 
the end of 1 year after the effective date 
of the appointment. 

(c) For a period of 1 year after the 
effective date of any appointment 
subject to investigation, the head of the 
agency may remove the employee if 
investigation discloses that he is 
disqualified for any of the reasons listed 
in § 253.34. Thereafter removal may be 


‘ required only on the basis of intentional 


false statements or deception or fraud in 
examination or appointment. 


§ 253.36 Prohibited practices. 

(a) Coercion in competition. An 
applicant for competitive examination, 
eligible on any register, or officer or 
employee in the executive branch of the 
Government may not directly or 
indirectly persuade, induce, or coerce, or 
attempt to persuade, induce, or coerce 
any prospective applicant to withhold 
filing application, or any applicant or 
eligible to withdraw from competition or 
eligibility for the purpose of either 
improving or injuring the prospects of 
any applicant or eligible for 
appointment. The penalty for violation 





of this section by applicants or eligibles 
shall be cancellation of application or 
eligibility, as the case may be. The 
penalty for violation of this section by 
an employee shall be as determined by 
the head of the agency. 

(b) Instruction of applicants. 
Employees are forbidden to instruct, 
either directly or indirectly, or to be 
concerned in any manner with the 
instruction of any person or classes of 
persons with a view to their special 
preparation for examinations conducted 
pursuant to the regulations in this part, 
except as a part of a government 
authorized or sponsored program. 
Violations of this restriction shall be 
considered sufficient cause for removal 
from the service. 


§ 253.37 Examinations. 

The Manager, CEO shall be 
responsible for conducting open 
competitive examinations for entrance 
into the service which will fairly test the 
relative capacity and fitness of the 
persons examined for the position to be 
filled. When sufficient competent 
persons are not available to provide 
competition, the Manager, CEO may, 
with the consent of the employing 
agency, examine and certify for 
competitive appointment fewer than 
three individuals. 

§ 253.38 Rating competitors. 

(a) The subjects in examinations shall 
be given such relative weight as the 
Central Examining Office may prescribe 
and the same rating scale shall be 
applied to all persons competing in the 
same examination. Earned ratings will 
be augmented for eligible veterans in 
accordance with the provisions of 5 CFR 
337.101(b), (c). Eleven points will be 
added to the earned ratings of eligible 
Panamanians. 

(b) In rating competitors, CEO shall, in 
the case of veteran's preference 
eligibles, provide for waiver of the 
physical standards and requirements in 
accordance with 5 U.S.C. 3312. 


§ 253.39 Establishment of registers of 
eligibles. 


The names of eligibles (those 
competitors who meet minimum 
requirements and are rated as attaining 
the minimum required rating) shall be 
entered on appropriate registers in the 
order outlined below. In the judgment of 
CEO, eligibility on registers may be 
established on the basis of earned 
eligible ratings attained in appropriate 
examinations for positions in the 
competitive service. 

(a) According to their ratings 
(including veteran preference and 
Panamanian preference). 


(b) An individual entitled to veteran 
preference shall be entered ahead of all 
others having the same rating. 

(c) All veterans who have a 
compensable service-connected - 
disability of 10 percent or more shal! be 
entered at the top of the register in the 
order of their ratings, except for 
professional and scientific positions 
comparable in pay level to positions in 
grades Non-Manual 9 and above. 

(d) When establishing registers, or 
making certifications therefrom, CEO 
will provide for priority consideration 
for career and career-conditional 
employees of agencies operating in the 
Republic of Panama who have been 
separated by reduction in force. 
However, such priority consideration 
shall not extend to any position which is 
in a pay level higher than that from 
which the employee was separated. Any 
benefits conferred pursuant to this 
section are in addition to those 
conferred by entry of the employee's 
name on the employing activity’s 
reemployment priority list. 

(e) CEO will take appropriate action 
to insure that veterans of, or persons 
serving in, the Armed Forces of the 
United States, receive the same 
consideration in examinations and entry 
upon registers as are provided for the 
competitive service by 5 CFR 332.311, 
332.312, 332.313, 332.321, 332.322. 

(f} CEO will establish appropriate 
time periods and procedures for 
terminating the eligibility of individuals 


on a register. 


§ 253.40 Certificate for appointment. 

(a) Upon receipt of a request for 
certification of eligibles, a sufficient 
number of names to permit the 
appointing officer to consider three 
eligibles in connection with each 
vacancy shall be certified from the top 
of the appropriate register. Certificates 
may contain fewer than three names, if 
fewer than three eligibles are available 
and the requesting agency consents to 
issuance of such a certificate. 

(b) Saco 

(c) If the m r of eligibles on the 
register is insufficient, CEO, in 
consultation with the employing agency, 
will determine whether selective 
certification is to be made from another 
register, whether a recruiting campaign 
to attract applicants for examination 
should be initiated, or whether 


_ examining action is to be taken in 


accordance with § 253.37 or a temporary 
appointment authorized in accordance 
with § 253.43. 

(d) When there is no register 
appropriate as a whole for certification 


for filling a particular position, there 
may be certified selectively from the 
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most nearly appropriate existing register 
the names of eligibles who are qualified 
for the particular position. Such eligibles 
shall be certified in the order of their 
ranking. Eligibles on the register may, 
when appropriate, be rerated on the 
basis of the particular requirements of 
the position. 

(e) Certification shall be made without 
regard to sex, unless the appointing 
officer requests and justifies referral of 
eligibles of a specified sex. 

(f} Certification must be limited to 
eligibles residing in the Republic of 
Panama except when persons 
possessing the requisite skills and 
qualifications are not found in the 
Republic of Panama. 


§ 253.41 Selection from certificates. 

(a) An appointing officer shall make 
selection for the first vacancy from the 
highest three eligibles available for 


- appointment on the certificate. For the 


second vacancy, he shall make selection 
from the three highest unselected and- 
available eligibles on the certificate. 
Each succeeding vacancy shall be filled 
in like manner. 

(b) An appointing officer is not 
required to consider any eligible: 

(1) Who has been considered by him 
for three separate appointments from 
the same or different certificates for the 
same position, or 

(2) To whose certification for the 
particular position he makes an 
objection that is sustained by CEO for 
any of the reasons stated in § 253.34 or 
for other reasons considered by CEO to 
be disqualifying for the particular 
position. The length of a non- 
Panamanian candidate's previous 
service or residence in foreign areas 
may be a valid qualification and 
selection factor in filling positions in an 
agency having an established policy for 
periodic rotation of non-Panamanian 
citizens. 

(c) When an appointing officer passes 
over a veteran preference eligible and 
tentatively selects a nonpreference 
eligible, the provisions of 5 CFR 332.406 
apply except that CEO shall exercise the 
authority vested in the Office of 
Personnel Management. 


§ 253.42 Appointments from registers. 

(a) Except as provided by paragraph 
(d) of this section, a “Canal Area 
Career-Conditional Appointment” shall 
be given to an eligible selected from a 
register for other than temporary or term 


* appointment. 


(b) Upon completion by the appointee 
of 3 years of creditable service, his 
career-conditional appointment shall be 
automatically converted to a “Canal 
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Area Career Appointment.” As used in 
this paragraph, “creditable service” 

_ means all substantially continuous 
service with the Federal Government 
since initial non-temporary civilian 
appointment, including any service in 
the competitive or excepted service, or 
intervening service in the legislative or 
judicial branches or in the Armed Forces 
of the United States. A break in service 
of 30 days or less shall be considered 
substantially continuous service. Breaks 
in service of more than 30 days shall not 
be considered substantially continuous 
service unless the head of the agency 
excepts particular types of cases from 
this requirement. In making such 
exceptions, the agency will be guided by 
the instructions published for the 
competitive service in the Federal 
Personnel Manual. 

(c) An eligible given a Canal Area 
Career-Conditional Appointment shall 
be required to serve a probationary 
period of 1 year. Prior Federal service 
may be counted toward completion of 
the probationary period as provided in 
the Federal Personnel Manual. The 
employing agency shall utilize the 
probationary period as fully as possible 
to determine the fitness of the employee 
and shall terminate his services during 
such period if he fails to demonstrate 
fully his qualifications for continued 
employment. The employee shall 
automatically acquire a merit status 
upon satisfactory completion of 
probation. 

(d) An eligible selected from a register 
for other than a temporary or term 
appointment shall be given a Canal 
Area Career Appointment if: . 7 

(1) He is a Federal employee serving 
under a career appointment in the 
competitive service, a permanent 
appointment in the excepted service, or 
a Canal Area Career Appointment; 

(2) He is a former Federal employee 
who once met the service requirement 
for a career appointment in the 
competitive service, a permanent 
appointment in the excepted service, a 
Canal Zone Career Appointment, or a 
Canal Area Career Appointment. 

(e) An eligible selected from a register 
for career appointment shall be required 
to serve a probationary period, subject 
to the same conditions as apply to a 
career-conditional appointment. 


§ 253.43 Temporary and term 
appointments. 


(a) An agency may make temporary 
limited appointments for periods not in 
excess of 1 year, and term appointments 
for periods of more than 1, but not in 
excess of 4 years. In making such 
appointments, the agency will be guided 
by the instructions published for the 


competitive service in the Federal 
Personnel Manual. A person so 
appointed shall not acquire merit status 
by reason of such appointment. 

(b) Term employees are required to 
serve a 1-year trial period, during which 
they shall be entitled to the same limited 
protection as is accorded probationers 
under the Panama Canal Employment 
System. In adverse actions, term 
employees are entitled to the rights 
accorded career and career-conditional 
employees under the Panama Canal 
Employment System except while they 
are serving the 1-year trial period and 
when the term appointment has expired. 


§ 253.44 Noncompetitive appointments. 

(a) Appointing officers may 
noncompetitively appoint a current 
Federal employee who has a merit 
status, a competitive status, or who is 
serving probation at the time of 
appointment. Appointing officers may 
noncompetitively reappoint a former 
Federal employee who has a merit 
status, a competitive status, or who was 
serving probation at the time of 
separation. Eligibility for such 
reappointment will be subject to the 
following conditions: 

(1) Former Federal employees who 
have never completed the service 
requirement for Canal Zone or Canal 
Area career appointment or for career 
appointment in the competitive service 
may be reappointed only within 3 years 
following the date of their separation, 
except that periods of temporary 
employment shall serve to extend the 
three-year period. This time limit does” 
not apply to former employees entitled 
to veteran preference. 

(2) Former employees who have once 
completed the service requirement for 
Canal Zone or Canal Area career 
appointment or for career appointment 
in the competitive service may be 
reappointed without time limitation. 

(b) Appointing officers may 
noncompetitively appoint an individual 
who is certified by the Director of 
ACTION as having served satisfactorily 
as a Volunteer or Volunteer Leader 
under the Peace Corps Act, or as a 
VISTA volunteer under the Economic 
Opportunity Act. Such appointments 
shall be made in accordance with the 
procedures and regulaticns in effect for 
the appointment of such persons to 
positions in the competitive service. 

(c) A Student Trainee who has 
successfully completed his cooperative 
work-study program may be appointed 
noncompetitively to a position at grade 
5 or grade 7 in the applicable Non- 
Manual schedule for which he meets the 
qualification requirements, with the 
exception of any written test 


requirements, in the field of work in 
which he received his training, provided: 

(1) He has successfully completed 2! 
the requirements for a bachelor’s degree, 
including any specialized courses 
required for the particular position for 
which he has been in training; ’ 

(2) He has completed at least 6 
months work experience {i.e., 6 months 
in a pay status) as a Student Trainee in 
the agency that recommends his 
appointment; and 

(3) His employing agency recommends 
him for noncompetitive appointment 
within 90 days after completion of his 
work-study program. 

(d) Employees appointed to positions 
excluded from this subpart pursuant to 
§ 253.8(c)(5) may have their 
appointments converted to career or 
career-conditional appointments in 
accordance with regulations prescribed 
by the PAPB. Such regulations shall 
generally conform to the regulations of 
the Office of Personnel Management for 
conversion of excepted service 
appointments of pliysically or mentally 
handicapped persons to career or 
career-conditional appointments. 


§ 253.45 Tenure following noncompetitive 
appointment. 


(a) The noncompetitive appointment 
of a current or former Federal employee 
who has not completed the service 
requirement for Canal Area or Canal 
Zone career appointment or career 
appointment in the competitive service 
shall be made as a Canal Area Career- 
Conditional Appointment. The 
appointment shall be automaticaliy 
converted to a Canal Area Career 
Appointment upon completion of the 
service requirement. A merit status shall 
be acquired upon satisfactory 
completion of any required probationary 


., period. 


(b) The noncompetitive appointment 
of a former or current Federal employee 
who has once completed the service 
requirement for Canal Zone or Canal 
Area Career Appointment or for career 
appointment in the competitive service 
shall be made as Canal Area Career 
Appointment. 

(c) Former or current Federal 
employees who did not complete any 
required probationary periods prior to 
noncompetitive appointment shall be 
required to serve a probationary period 
of one year following appointment. 

(d) The noncompetitive appointment 
of Volunteer or Volunteer Leader under 
the Peace Corps Act or VISTA volunteer 
under the Economic Opportunity Act 
shall be made as Canal Area Career- 
Conditional Appointment; shall be 
subject to satisfactory completion of a 
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probationary period of one year; and 
shall be automatically converted to a 
Canal Area Career Appointment upon 
completion of the service requirement.‘A 
merit status shall be acquired upon 
satisfactory completion of probation. 

(e) The noncompetitive appointment 
of a person who has successfully 
completed a cooperative work-study 
program under paragraph (c) of § 253.44 
shall be made as a Canal Area Career- 
Conditional Appointment or Canal Area 
Career Appointment and shall be 
subject to the satisfactory completion of 
a probationary period of one year. Canal 
Area Career-Conditional Appointments 
shall be automatically converted to 
Canal Area Career Appointments upon 
completion of the service requirement. A 
merit status shall be acquired upon 
completion of a satisfactory 
probationary period. 


§ 253.46 Promotion, demotion, 
reassignment, and transfer. 

(a) Appointing officers may, in their 
discretion, promote, demote, reassign, or 
transfer employees who are serving 
under Canal Area Career or Career- 
Conditional Appointments, subject to 
the provisions of this section and in 
accordance with the appropriate 
qualification establi 
the PAPB for the position. Such actions 
will be based solely on the merit of the 
employee and upon his qualifications 
and fitness to hold the positions 
concerned. Such actions for employees 
serving under temporary or term 
appointments will be subject to such 
regulations as the agency may prescribe. 
In preparing such regulations the agency 
will be guided by the instructions 
published for the competitive service in 
the Federal Personnel Manual. 

(b) Employing agencies shall establish 
a promotion plan for all employees 
which is consistent with the Panama 
Canal Treaty and insofar as practicable, 
with the provisions of the merit 
promotion plan developed by the Office 
of Personnel Management for the 
competitive service. 


§ 253.47 Rotation of personnel. 

(a) United States citizen employees 
and other non-Panamanian employees 
appointed to a position subject to this 
part after September 30, 1979 shall be 
subject to a policy of periodic rotation in 
accordance with the Panama Canal 
Treaty and related agreements, except 
that the following individuals shall not 
be subject to such policy: 

(1) An individual who was a 
permanent employee of the Panama 
Canal Company or Canal Zone 
Government on September 30, 1979 and 
was transferred to a position in the 


Panama Canal Commission or another 
agency in the Republic of Panama on 
October 1, 1979 without a break in 
service. 

(2) An individual who was separated 
from the Panama Canal Company or 
Canal Zone Government by reason of a 
reduction in force on September 30, 1979 
and was appointed to a position in the 
Panama Canal Commission before April 
1, 1980, or 

(3) An individual who was. employed 
by a department on September 30, 1979 
and continues in employment with an 
agency, other than the Panama Canal 
Commission, without a break in service. 

(b) The head of each agency shall 
establish a policy of periodic rotation in 
accordance with paragraph (a) of this 
section and other applicable law. Such 
policy may except positions 
rotation for sound administrative 
reasons. This section shall nor preclude 
an agency other than the Commission — 
from adopting a policy of periodic 
rotation of employees pursuant to other 
authority. 

(c) Notwithstanding any Canal Area 
Career or Career-Conditional 
Appointment or acquisition of merit 
status, an employee may, in accordance 
with an agency's rotation policy, be 
removed from service after completion 
of five years of service covered by this 
chapter. 


Subpart C—Conversion to Canali Area 
Career or Career-Conditional 
Appointments 


§ 253.71 Eligibility. 


Incumbents of positions made subject 
to Subpart B of this part by revocation 
of an exclusion in § 253.8 or by other 
action, may be retained in their 
positions, Each retained incumbent 
without a personal or competitive status 
who is serving in a continuing position 
under a non-temporary appointment will 
become eligible for conversion to a 
Canal Area Career or Career- 
Conditional Appointment provided: 

(a) He rendered 6 months satisfactory 
service in the position immediately prior 
to its inclusion under Subpart B of this 
part. Periods to be counted toward the 6- 
month period as an exception to the, 
requirement for actual service shall be 
determined in accordance with the 
instructions applying to the competitive 
service as published in Chapter 315 of 
the Federal Personnel Manual. 

(b) He meets the applicable 
qualification and suitability standards. 

(c) His employing agency submits a 
timely recommendation which is 
approved by the PAPB. 
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§ 253.72 Procedure. 

The employing agency shall 
recommend to the PAPB that the 
appointment of an eligible employee be 
converted. The recommendation shall be 
submitted not later than one year after 
the date that the position is brought 
within the coverage of Subpart B of this 
part. Upon approval by the PAPB, the 
conversion is effective as of the date of 
the employing agency's 
recommendation. Notice of the PAPB’s 
decision together with the reasons 
therefor shall be given in writing to the 
agency and employee concerned and be 
made a part of the employee's official 
personne! folder. 5 


§ 253.73 Tenure. 


(a) Preservation of tenure. Neither a 
conversion action, nor a 
recommendation for conversion, shall 
serve to reduce an employee's retention 
standing for reduction-in-force purposes. 

(b) Tenure following recommendation. 
Upon submission of a recommendation 
for conversion, thé nominee's retention 
standing for reduction in force is in 
Retention Group | if he is. already in that 
group or if he meets the service 
requirement for a Canal Area Career 
Appointment; otherwise, his retention 
standing is in Tenure Group I. 

(1) An employee reverts to his 
previous tenure group if the 
recommendation is returned without 
final action, and remains in this group 
until such time as the recommendation 
is resubmitted. 

(2) Irrespective of his previous 
retention standing, an employee is 
placed in Tenure Group III if the PAPB 
disapproves the recommendation for 
conversion. 

(c) Tenure following conversion. 
Conversion will be to Canal Area 
Career Appointment if the employee 
meets the service requirement for such : 
appointment; otherwise, conversion will 
be to Canal Area Career-Conditional 
Appointment. However, retention 
standing for reduction-in-force purposes 
will be governed by paragraph (a) of this 
section. All conversions will be subject 
to satisfactory completion of a one-year 
probationary period if such probation 
has not been completed prior to the time 
of conversion. 


§ 253.74 Acquisition of merit status. 


An employee who is converted under 
this subpart acquires a merit status upon 
completion of any required probationary 
period. 
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§ 253.75 Employees not recommended for 
conversion 


(a) Employees who are not 
recommended for conversion, or whose 
conversion is disapproved, will be 
retained in status quo and placed in 
Tenure Group III until separated or until 
they receive a competitive appointment. 

(b) Employees retained in status qua 
may be noncompetitively changed to 
other positions upon meeting the 
requirements established pursuant to 
§ 253.46(a) for the noncompetitive 
movement of employees serving under 
temporary appointments. 

(c) Employees retained in status quo 
are subject to displacement by eligibles 
on registers. 

(d) Employees serving under 
temporary appointments on the date 
their positions are made subject to” 
Subpart B of this part will be considered 

- as having been converted to a 
temporary appointment under § 253.43 
and may be retained until expiration of 
their current appointments. 


Subpart D—[{Reserved} 


Subpart E—Performance Rating 


§ 253.181 Rating system. 

Employing agencies shall establish a 
performance rating system for 
employees generally patterned after the 
Office of Personnel Management 
guidelines. 

Subpart F—Training 


§ 253.201 Training programs. 

Agencies shall, in accordance with 
any obligation established by the 
Panama Canal Treaty or the agreements 
in implementation thereof, establish 
training programs for Panamanian 
employees and apprentices in order to 
increase the number of Panamanian 
nationals qualified to assume positions 
as positions become available. Except 
as provided in the said treaty and 
agreement, there shall be no 
discrimination on the basis of 
citizenship with regard to training. 


Subpart G—Military Service 


§ 253.221 Rights of employees. 

The rights of employees called to 
active military duty in the Armed Forces 
of the United States will be determined 
in accordance with 5 CFR Part 353. 


Subpart H—Adverse Personnel and 
Reduction-in-Force Actions 
§ 253.241 Applicability of existing law and 
civil service regulations. 

(a) The provisions of 5 U.S.C. 7501 are 
applicable to the’ removal or suspension 


of those employees to whom such 
provisions were applicable immediately 
prior to January 19, 1959. ; 

(b) The provisions of 5 CFR Part 752, 
and Title 5, United States Code, 
pertaining to adverse actions, are 
applicable te preference eligibles to the 
extent and in the manner specified 
therein. 

(c} The provisions of 5 CFR Part 351 
and Title 5, United States Code, 
pertaining to reductions in force, are 
applicable to all reduction-in-force 
actions. 

(d) The provisions of 5 U.S. Code, 
section 5596 shall be applicable to any 
person whose removal or suspension 
under an agency’s system established by 
§ 253.262 is determined to have been 
unjustified or unwarranted after review 
in accordance with procedures of the 
employing agency. 


§ 253.242 Probationary employees. 

Any employee serving a probationary 
period shall be given a full and fair trial 
in the duties of the position in which 
appointed. If the performance of his 
duties or his conduct during the ~ 
probationary period is not satisfactory 
to the employing agency, his services 
may be terminated by notifying him in 
writing of the reasons for his separation 
and of its effective date. An employee's 
services may also be terminated during 
the probationary period for reasons 
based in whole or in part on conditions 
arising prior to his appointment. The 


- employing agency shall notify him in 


writing of the reasons for his separation 
and its effective date. 


Subpart |—Grievances and Appeais 


§ 253.261 Grievance procedures. - 

Each employing agency shall make 
available to employees a grievance 
procedure established by the agency, 
except as may be otherwise previded by 
a negotiated grievance procedure. 


§ 253.262 Adverse actions and appeais. 

Each agency shall establish an 
adverse action and appeals system 
under which the provisions of 5 CFR 
Part 752, are administratively extended 
to employees in categories 
corresponding to those in the U.S. 
competitive service to which that part 
applies. Appeals to the Merit Systems 
Protection Board shall not, however, be 
so extended by such administrative 
action. 


§ 253.263 Appeais from applicants or 
eligibles. 

Applicants and eligibles who have 
reason to believe that the regulations in 
this part were not followed in rating 
their examinations or in making 


selections for appointment may appeal 
to CEO. In the event they are not 
satisfied with CEO’s decision, and they 
can show reason to believe that CEO’s 
action was arbitrary, capricious, or in 
violation of these regulations, they may 
request a review of the decision by the 
PAPB. 


Subpart J—Records and Reports 


§ 253.291 Applicability of Federal 
‘Personne! Manual. 


The provisions of Chapter 296 of the 
Federal Personnel Manual will, except 
as indicated below, apply tothe —~ 
preparation of notifications of personnel 
actions taken under the regulations in 
this chapter, the maintenance of 
employment records, and the reporting 
of employment. 

(a) All appointment and conversion 
actions will be prefaced by the term 
“Canal Area” and all personnel actions 
will be identified as taken under the 
authority of the regulations in this 
chapter. 

(b) The noncompetitive appointment 
of a former Federal employee under the 
provisions of § 253.44, will be termed a 
reappointment rather than a 
reinstatement. 


§ 253.292 Official Personnel Foiders. 


The Offical Personnel Folders of non- 
U.S. citizen employees who separate 
from service may be retained by the 
employing activity for not to exceed 2 
years following separation. Upon 
expiration of this period, the Official 
Personnel Folders will be transferred to 
the Federal Records Center for 
permanent storage. 


Subpart K—Labor Management 
Relations 

§ 253.311 Labor-management and 
employee relations. 


Labor-management and employee 
relations of agencies, their employees 
and the exclusive representative of 
employees in an appropriate unit in an 
agency shall be governed and regulated 
solely by Chapter 71 of title 5, United 
States Code and other applicable laws, 
rules and regulations of the United 
States. 


Subpart L—Equal Employment 
Opportunity 


§ 253.331 Policy concerning equat 
employment opportunity. 


(a) All Personne! actions affecting 
employees or applicants for employment 
shall be made free from any 
discrimination based on raee, color, 
religion, sex, age, national origin, 
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handicapping condition or marital 
status. 

(b) Agencies may adopt regulations to 
carry out the provisions of this subpart 
and may provide for appeals of 
personnel actions alleged to be based 
upon discrimination prohibited by this 
subpart. 

(Sec. 1211-1225 of the Panama Canal Act of 

1979; 93 Stat. 463; Executive Order 12215) 
Dated: March 19, 1982. 

William R. Gianelli, 

Assistant Secretary of the Army (CW). 

{FR Doc. 82-8110 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3710-08-M 


VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 
38 CFR Part 36 
Post-Liquidation Agreements for 


Foreclosure or 
Repossession of Mobile Home Loans 


AGENCY: Veterans Administration. 
ACTION: Final regulations. 


Summary: The VA (Veterans 
Administration) is amending its 
regulations to specify the conditions 
under which the Administrator will 
agree to indemnify the holder of a 
mobile home loan who liquidates the 
security and finances a resale of the 
property. Adoption of this amendment 
will facilitate the resale of repossessed 
mobile home units. The VA is also 
amending its mobile home regulations to 
assure uniform application of the rule 
that VA prior approval must be obtained 
before making repairs exceeding $400 to 
the mobile home unit or other security 
upon termination of the mobile home 
loan. This change is necessary because 
the regulation did not include the prior 
approval requirement in cases involving 
repossession, rather than some other 
forms of loan termination. Certain other 
post-termination rules are also given 
uniform application. The revised 
regulation provides guidance on the 
procedure to follow and assures 
advance authorization of major repairs 
to repossessed units. The amendment 
also strikes an erroneous reference and 
makes minor editorial changes to reflect 
the agency policy of using precise terms 
in lieu of gender-specific pronouns. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: March 5, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Raymond L. Brodie, Assistant 
Director for Loan Management (261), 
Loan Guaranty Service, Veterans 
Administration, 810 Vermont Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20420, 202-389- 
3668. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On July 
7, 1981, the VA published for comment 
in the Federal Register (46 FR 35123) 
proposed regulations explaining our 
intent to amend § 36.4283(f) of the 
mobile home regulations and to specify 
the conditions under which the 
Administrator would agree to indemnify 
the holder of a mobile home loan who 
terminates the loan, obtains possession 
of the security property (mobile home 
unit), and finances a resale of the 
property. It was also proposed to amend 
the regulations to assure uniform 
application of the requirement that the 
Administrator's prior approval must be 
secured before making repairs on a 
repossessed mobile home unit if the cost 
of the repairs exceeds $400. Other 
requirements in § 36.4283, concerning 
the lender's responsibilities after 
terminating the loan, were proposed to 
be amended in order to provide similar 
uniform application in all types of 
property liquidation procedures. Finally, 
an amendment was proposed to 

§ 36.4283{j) to eliminate an erroneous 
reference, and various provisions in 

§§ 36.4282 and 36.4283 were proposed to 
be amended to eliminate single gender 


pronouns. 


Interested persons were given 30 days 
in which to submit comments, 
sugestions, or objections regarding the 
proposal.:The Veterans Administration 
received three letters containing 
comments. These letters were fully 
supportive of all aspects of the proposal, 
but all three expressed a common 


opinion that § 36.4283(h)(3), concerning _ 


the $400 limitation on repairs without 
the Administrator's prior approval, 
should be amended to increase the 
dollar amount limitation. The current 
$400 repair expense limitation is 
provided to allow holders to clean and 
make minor reconditioning repairs to the 
mobile home unit without VA prior 
approval. This allows the repossessed 
mobile home needing minor repairs to 
be quickly placed in resalable condition. 
Since major repairs to a repossessed 
unit suffering extensive damage could 
have an effect on the overall VA effort 
to minimize the Government's losses, 
the Veterans Administration wishes to 
retain the right of prior approval when 
repairs exceed a total cost of $400. 
Accordingly, the agency is adopting the 
proposals without substantive change. A 
minor clarifying amendment is made to 
§ 36.4283(f) to assure that lenders may 
charge the maximum allowable interest 
rate pursuant to § 36.4212 as of the date 
of closing of the loan covered by the 
indemnity agreement. 

These final regulatory amendments 
have been reviewed pursuant to 
Executive Order 12291, entitled Federal 
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Regulation, and they will not impact on 
the public or private sectors as a major 
rule as defined by the Executive Order. 
The amendments, therefore, are found to 
be nonmajor. The amendment to 
§ 36.4283(f) establishes a more efficient 
method for handling repossessed mobile 
homes which should prove beneficial to 
the Government and to lenders and 
holders participating in the mobile home 
program. The monetary impact of this 
regulation on the industry should be 
well under the Executive Order 
parameter of 100 million dollars and 
should not cause any increased costs to 
consumers, individual industries, or 
government agencies, The regulation 
should have no adverse effects on 
competition, employment, investment 
productivity, innovation or on the ability 
of United States-based enterprises to 
compete with foreign-based enterprises 
in domestic or export markets. The 
amendments to § 36.4283 (h) and (j) are 
technical amendments which should 
have no adverse economic impacts upon 
affected mobile home lenders or holders. 
Concerning the Regulatory Flexibility 
Act, the Administrator hereby certifies 
that these regulatory amendments will 
not have a significant economic impact 
upon a substantial number of small 
entities as they are defined in the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 601- 
612. Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 605(b), these 
amendments are therefore exempt from 
the initial and final regulatory analyses 
requirements of sections 603 and 604. 
The reasons for this certification are 
that the amendments will have no 
impact upon small government 
jurisdictions or small organizations. 
Small lenders or holders (small 
businesses) should not be affected by 
these amendments to any greater extent 
because the business is a small entity 
instead of a larger one. The economic 
impact on all businesses should be 
beneficial since the amendment will 
allow holders to resell repossessed 
mobile home units and recoup their 
investment while minimizing the 
Government's losses in a more efficient 
manner. The amendments will have 
relatively minor compliance costs and 
impose no additional paperwork or 
record-keeping requirements on small 
lenders or holders. The rule will not 
affect a lender's or holder's competitive 
position and should improve their cash 
flow and liquidity by allowing easier 
resale of repossessed mobile home 
units. We have concluded, therefore, 
that the amendments will have a 
nonsignificant but beneficial impact 
upon the affected small entities. 
(Sections 210(c) and 1819(g) of Title 38, 
United States Code) 
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(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
number is 64.219, Veterans Housi 
Home Loans} 

The changes to §§ 36.4282 and 36.4283 
are deemed proper and are hereby 
approved. 

Approved: March 5, 1982. 

By direction of the Administrator. 

Charles T. Hagel, 
Deputy Administrator. 


PART 36—LOAN GUARANTY 


§ 36.4282 [Amended] 

1. Section 36.4282 is amended as 
follows: 

(a) By removing the word “his” and 
inserting the words “the 
Administrator’s” in paragraph (c), the 
last sentence of paragraph (d) and in 
paragraph (e)}; 

(b) By removing the words “may at his 
option” and “his” and inserting the 
words “shall have the option to” and 
“the Administrator's” in the first 
sentence of paragraph (f) and deleting 
the word “him” (twice) and “he” and 
inserting “the Administrator” in the 
second sentence. 

2. Section 36.4283 is amended as 
follows: 

(a) By removing the word “he” and 
inserting the words “the Administrator” 
in the introductory portion of paragraph 
(a) preceding subparagraph (I). 

(b) By removing “§ 36.4284” and 
inserting “§ 36.4286” in the first sentence 
of paragraph (j). 

(c) By revising paragraph (f} and the 
introductory portion of paragraph (h) 
and (h)(1) as follows: 


§ 36.4283 Foreclosure or repossession. 

(f) When the security for a guaranteed 
loan is acquired by the holder through 
foreclosure or otherwise, the holder 
shall resell the property within a 
reasonable time and may thereafter 
submit its claim under the guaranty. The 
Administrator, upon receipt of a notice 
of acquisition, shal! determine the 
current reasonable value of the property 
and advise the holder of the minimum 
selling price that will be acceptable in 
any accounting with the Administrator 
upon liquidation of the security. 

(1) If the holder resells the property 
for an amount at least equal to the 
minimum selling price, it shall credit the 
indebtedness with the proceeds of the 
sale. 

(2) If the holder is unable to resell the 
property for an amount at least equal to 
the minimum selling price after exposure 
to the market for a reasonable period of 
time, the helder may submit to the 
Administrator a written advice setting 
forth the price, terms, conditions and 


expenses of any offer received. The 
Administrator shall thereupon: 

(i) Assent to the resale of the property 
upon the terms of such offer, in which 
event the holder will credit the 
indebtedness with the proceeds of the 
sale, or 

{ii) Review the minimum selling price 
previously established and, if 
appropriate, provide the holder with a 
reduced minimum selling price at which 
the property shall be further exposed to 
the market. 

(3) If the holder resells the 
and finances the sale under the terms of 
a new security agreement and note, the 
Administrator may, pursuant to 
paragraph (f){3){iv) of this section, agree 
to indemnify the holder against loss on 
the new loan. 

(i) The Administrator’s maximum 
liability under the indemnity agreement 
shall be the percentage of the loan 
originally guaranteed applied to the 
indebtedness as of the date of claim 
computation as set forth in § 36.4284(a), 
or the amount originally guaranteed, or 
the amount of the Administrator's 
liability under a preexisting indemnity 
agreement, whichever is less. 

(ii) In the event the proceeds of sale 
are less than the total indebtedness, the 
Administrator may pay a partial claim 
for the difference between the 
indebtedness and the proceeds of sale 
and thereafter agree to indemnify the 
holder for the amount of the maximum 
liability as of the date of claim 
computation, less the amount of claim 
paid. 

(iii) Subject to the limitation that the 
total amount payable under an 
indemnity agreement shall in no event 
exceed the Administrator’s maximum 
liability, the remaining liability will be 
continued as a percentage of the new 
loan amount increasing or decreasing 
pro rata with any increase or decrease 
in the balance of the loan obligation. 

(iv) The Administrator shall execute 
an indemnity agreement evidencing the 
amount and terms of the indemnity 
liability, provided: 

(A) The Administrator has determined 
that resale of the security under an 
indemnity agreement is in the best 
interest of the Government, and the 
holder has obtained the prior approval 
of the Administrator; 

(B) The terms of repayment of the 
proposed loan bear a proper 
relationship to the borrower's present 
and anticipated income and expenses, 
arid the borrower is a satisfactory credit 
risk; 

(C) The borrower executes an 
agreement establishing liability to the 
Administrator for the amount of any 


claim paid under the indemnity 
agreement; 

(D) The term of the proposed loan 
does not exceed the maximum term 
allowable under § 36.4204{c}(4); 

(E) The interest rate charged the 
borrower does not exceed the maximum 
rate allowable under § 36.4212 as of the 
date of closing pursuant to the 
indemnity agreement; 

(F) The holder agrees to comply with 
VA mobile home regulations as if the 
original loan had not been terminated. 
(38 U.S.C. 1819(g}) 


* * . a * 


(h) If the property securing the 
guaranteed loan is acquired by a holder 
pursuant to paragraph (a), (b) or (c} of 
this section, or § 36.4282{g), the 
following provisions shall apply: 

(1) The holder’s notice to the 
Administrator after acquisition shall 
state the amount of the successful bid at 
public sale, or in the event of a 
repossession or a voluntary conveyance, 
the date of acquisition. 

(38 U.S.C. 210{c), 1819{g)) 
[FR Doc. 82-8140 Filed 3-25-82: 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE $320-01-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


40 CFR Part 52 
{[A-7-FRL-2071-7] 


Approval and Promuigation of 
implementation Plans; State of Kansas 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 

action: Notice of receipt of submittal to 
satisfy conditions of plan approval. 


sSumMARY: In order to satisfy the 
requirements of Part D of the Clean Air 
Act, as amended, the State of Kansas 
submitted revisions to its State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) in 1979 and 
1980. On April 3, 1981, EPA took final 
action to approve certain elements of 
the Kansas plan while certain other 
portions of the plan were conditionally 
approved (46 FR 20164). On October 9, 
1981, the state submitted draft revisions 
to the regulations to satisfy two of these 
conditions: (1) To make certain revisions 
to the new source permitting permitting regulations. 


OC} 
emissions from tank trucks serving bulk 
petroleum terminals. The submission 
also contained other revisiqns to the 


new source regulations which 
were not required by the conditions. 
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The purpose of today’s document is to 
advise the public that the state has 
made a draft submission to satisfy two 
of the conditions on the SIP and to 
revise the state new source permitting 
regulations. EPA will issue a proposed 
rulemaking when a final submission is 
made by the state. This document serves 
to continue the conditional approval of 
the Kansas SIP. 

ADDRESSES: Copies of the draft state 
submission are available for public 
inspection during normal business hours 
at the following locations: 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region VII, Air Branch, 324 East 11th 
Street, Kansas City, Missouri 64106; 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
Public Information Reference Unit, 401 
M Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 20460; 
and Kansas Department of Health and 
Environment, Bureau of Air Quality and 
Occupational Health, Forbes Field, 
Topeka, Kansas 66101. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mary C. Carter at (816) 374-3791; FTS 
758-3791. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On April 
3, 1981, EPA conditionally approved 
certain portions of the Kansas SIP with 
regard to the requirements of Part D of 
the Clean Air Act (Act) as amended. A 
detailed discussion of that action can be 
found in the Federal Register notice 
published on that date (46 FR 20164). 

On October 9, 1981, the Kansas 
Department of Health and Environment 
submitted draft revisions to the 
regulations to satisfy two of these 
conditions and other revisions to the 
new source permitting regulations which 
were not required by the conditions on 
the SIP. 

To comply with one of the conditions 
the state was to adopt statutory 
amendments to revise its new source 
permitting regulations to comply with 
the requirements of section 173(3) of the 
Act by April 30, 1981; file the revised 
regulations as temporary amendments 
with the Revisor of Statutes by July 1, 
1981; and adopt the revised regulations 
as permanent amendments to the 
Kansas air quality regulations by May 1. 
1982. 

To comply with the other condition, 
the state was to adopt and file with the 
Revisor of Statutes a regulation covering 
volatile organic compound (VOC) 
emissions from tank trucks serving bulk 
petroleum terminals by July 1, 1981, and 
adopt this regulation as a permanent 
amendment to the Kansas air quality 
regulations by May 1, 1982. 

On October 9, 1981, the Kansas 
Department of Health and Envirenment 
submitted draft revisions to the 
regulations te fulfill these two 


conditions as well as other draft 
revisions to the state new source 
permitting regulations which were not 
required by the conditions on the SIP. 
The state agency held a public hearing 
to receive testimony concerning the 
draft revisions to the regulations on 
November 18, 1981. EPA provided 
written and oral testimony which 
recommended certain further revisions 
to the new source permitting regulations 
at the public hearing, and in a follow-up 
letter of November 23, 1981. The state 
agency made the recommended 
revisions to these regulations and 
submitted the revised regulations to the 
Revisor of Statutes on December 23, 
1981, and also to the Kansas legislature 
in January of 1982. 

Assuming the legislature does not 
exercise its option to modify or reject 
either the VOC regulation or the new 
source permitting regulations, they will 
become permanent regulations by May 
1, 1982. Then, the state will submit them 
to EPA as part of the state plan. 

The public is advised that the state 
has submitted draft revisions to these 
regulations. EPA is reviewing the 
material to determine whether it 
complies with the requirements of the 
Clean Air Act and the conditions 
promulgated by EPA. EPA will issue 
proposed and final rulemakings when 
the state submits final revisions to the 
regulations. EPA’s conditional approval 
of the Kansas SIP is being continued 
until final action is published in the 
Federal Register. 

Dated: February 26, 1982. 

John Franke, Jr., 

Regional Administrator. 

{FR Doc. 62-8109 Filed 3~25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-36-M 


40 CFR Part 123 
[SW-4-FRL-2069-1] 


Hazardous Waste Management 
Programs; North Carolina: 
Authorization for interim Authorization 
Phase Ii Components A and B 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency, Region IV. 


ACTION: Notice of final determination. 


summary: The State of North Carolina 
has applied for Interim Authorization 
Phase II Components A and B. EPA has 
reviewed North Carolina's application 
for Phase If Components A and B and 
has determined that North Carolina’s 
hazardous waste program is 
substantially equivalent to the Federal 
program covered by Components A and 
B. The State of North Carolina is, 
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hereby, granted Interim Authorization 
for Phase II Components A and B to 
operate the State’s hazardous waste 
program covered by Components A and 
B, in lieu of the Federal program. 


DATE: Interim Authorization Phase II 
Components A and.B for North Carolina 
shall become effective on March 26, 
1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
James H. Scarbrough, Chief, Residuals 
Management Branch, Environmental 
Protection Agency, 345 Courtland Street, 
N.E., Atlanta, Georgia 30365, Telephone 
(404) 881-3016. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In May 
19, 1980, Federal Register (45 FR 33063) 
the Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA) promulgated regulations, pursuant 
to Subtitle C of the Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976 
as amended (RCRA), to protect human 
health and the environment from the 
improper management of hazardous 
waste. The Act (RCRA) includes 
provisions whereby a State agency may 
be authorized by EPA to administer the 
hazardous waste program in that State 
in lieu of a Federally administered 
program. For a State program to receive 
final authorization, its hazardous waste 
program must be fully equivalent to and 
consistent with the Federal program 
under RCRA. In order to expedite the 
authorization of State programs, RCRA 
allows EPA to grant a State agency 
Interim Authorization if its program is 
substantially equivalent to the Federal 
program. During Interim Authorization, 
a State can make whatever legislative or 
regulatory changes that may be needed 
for the State’s hazardous waste program 
to become fully equivalent to the 
Federal program. The Interim 
Authorization program will be 
implemented in two phases 
corresponding to the two stages in 
which the underlying Federal program 
will take effect. 

Phase I regulations were published on 
May 19, 1980, and became effective on 
November 19, 1980. The Phase I 
regulations include the identification 
and listing of hazardous wastes, 
standards for generators and 
transporters of hazardous wastes, 
standards for owners and operators of 
treatment, storage and disposal 
facilities, and requirements for State 
Programs. The Phase II regulations cover 
the procedures for issuing permits under 
RCRA and the standards that will be 
applied to treatment, storage, and 
disposal facilities in preparing permits. 
In the January 26, 1981, Federal Register 
(46 FR 7965), the Environmental 
Protection Agency announced the 
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availability of portions or components of 
Phase II of Interim Authorization. 
Component A, published in the Federal 
Register January 12, 1981 (46 FR 2802) 
contains standards for permitting 
containers, tanks, surface 
impoundments, and waste piles. 
Component B published in the Federal 
_ Register January 23, 1981 (46 FR 7666), 
contains standards for permitting 
hazardous waste incinerators. 

A full description of the requirements 
and procedures for State Interim 
Authorization is included in 40 CFR Part 
123.Subpart F (46 FR 8298). 

The State of North Carolina received 
Interim Authorization for Phase I on 
December 18, 1980. 

Draft Application: The State of North 
Carolina submitted its draft application 
for Phase II Interim Authorization on 
September 14, 1981. After detailed 
review, EPA identified several areas of 
major concern and transmitted 
comments to the State for its 
consideration. After reviewing these 
comments, State Officials determined 
that the issues raised by EPA could be 
resolved without changes in State 
regulations and legislative authority. 
North Carolina subsequently made 
revisions to the Program Description, 
Memorandum of Agreement and 
Attorney General's Statement to answer 
those questions or issues that had been 
raised during the review of the draft 
application. 

Final Application: On November 25, 
1981, North Carolina submitted to EPA a 
Final Application for Interim 
Authorization, Phase II Components A 
and B under RCRA. An EPA review 
team consisting of both Headquarters 
and Regional Office personnel made a 
detailed analysis of North Carolina’s 
Hazardous Waste Management 
Program. 

The only major issue raised by the 
review team was that the State Attorney 
General did not certify that he would 
not oppose citizen intervention in State 
enforcement actions. To resolve this 
issue the State has amended its 
authorization plan-making a 
commitment to amend the State 
legislation to allow intervention as of 
right in State enforcement actions. 

EPA has proposed to temporarily 
suspend the regulations for existing 
storage surface impoundments and 
existing incinerators pending EPA 
review of their cost effectiveness. 
Pending a final decision, EPA has 
tentatively decided to authorize States 
to permit all facilities covered by 
components A and B. If EPA does 
suspend the regulations for these 
facilities, the State's ability to issue 
State RCRA permits for those facilities 


(existing storage surface impoundments 
and existing incinerators) will 
automatically be suspended. 

The State’s MOA has been amended 
adding a statement explaining what 
effect a suspension of the EPA 
regulations for existing storage surface 
impoundments and existing incinerators 


- would have on the State’s program. 


Public Hearing and Comment Period: 
As noticed in the Federal Register on 
December 10, 1981,-(46 FR 60477) EPA 
gave the public until January 19, 1982, to 
comment on the State's application. EPA 
also held a public hearing in Raleigh, 
North Carolina on January 21, 1982. At 
the hearing the comment period was 
extended until February 20, 1982, to 
allow the public to comment on the 
changes in the MOA. 

The oral comments received at the 
public hearing and written comments 
submitted directly to EPA are 
summarized below, along with EPA's 
response. 

Two people spoke at the public 
hearing. Their comments and EPA's — 
response are presented below. 

Comment: One speaker commented 
on how confusing the State’s application 
for Phase II was and how difficult it was 
to determine what the State’s 
regulations were as they have adopted 
the Federal regulations by reference, 
citing the Code of Federal Regulations 
and Federal Register pages. 

EPA Response: EPA agrees with the 
commenter that the State’s regulations 
are hard to follow when one does not 
have full access to the Federal Register. 
The State of North Carolina recognized 
this problem and is preparing for 
publication a complete copy of the 
State’s hazardous waste regulations 
including the text of the Federal 
regulations the State has adopted by 
reference. 

Comment: The other speaker 
expressed a concern over an 
amendment to the State’s law restricting 
the State’s ability to promulgate 
regulations that are more stringent than 
the Federal regulations. The commenter 
thought the State needed the ability to 
promulgate regulations that compensate 
for the deficiencies he felt were 
developing as a result of revisions in the 
Federal regulations. 

EPA Response: Congress, under 
section 3006 of the Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act, has 
charged EPA with the responsibility to 
authorize State hazardous waste 
programs. EPA is required to grant 
Phase II Interim Authorization to any 
State hazardous waste management 
program which is substantially 
equivalent to the Federal Hazardous 
Waste Program, and meets the 
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requirements of EPA regulations. 
Regulations at 40 CFR Part 123, Subpart 
F, specifically outline requirements for 
Phase II Interim Authorization. EPA 
regulations do not preclude States from 
developing hazardous waste programs 
that are more stringent than the Federal 
program. 

Comments: The same commenter, in a 
written comment, expressed a concern 
that a great deal of effort has been 
devoted by EPA and the State to dispose 
of hazardous waste and little has been 
devoted to preventing and minimizing 
the generation of hazardous waste. 

EPA Response: EPA agrees that 
preventing and minimizing the 
generation of any waste is more 
environmentally sound than disposal. 
EPA's hazardous waste disposal 
regulations are making disposal less 
attractive to industry. Our regulations at 
40 CFR 261.6 provide for reduced 
regulations of wastes that are being 
beneficially used or reused or 
legitimately recycled or reclaimed. As 
important as this issue is, it is not an 
issue affecting Interim Authorization of 
State Programs. 

Comment: Two letters were received 
supporting North Carolina’s request for 
Phase II authorization. 

EPA Response: No response needed. 

Decision: EPA has reviewed the State 
of North Carolina’s complete application 
for Interim Authorization Phase II 
Components A and B and has 
determined that the State program is 
substantially equivalent to the Phase Il 
Components A and B of the Federal 
programs as defined in 40 CFR 123 
Subpart F. In accordance with section 
3006(c) of RCRA, the State of North 
Carolina is, hereby, granted Interim 
Authorization for Phase If Components 
A and B to operate the State’s 
hazardous waste program governed by 
Components A and B, in lieu of the 
Federal program. 

Compliance with Executive Order 

~12291: The Office of Management and 
Budget (OMB) has exempted this rule 
from the requirements of section 3 of 
Executive Order 12291. ' 
(Sec. 2002{a), 3006, and 7004{b) of the Solid 
Waste Disposal Act, as amended by the 
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 
1976, as amended, (42 U.S.C. 6912(a), 6926, 
and 6974(b))) 

Dated: February 22, 1982. 

Charles R. Jeter, 
Regional Administrator. 
Certification: North Carolina Application 
for Interim Authorization, Under the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act 

Pursuant to the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 
605(b), I hereby certify that this 
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authorization will not have a significant 

economic impact on a substantial 

number of small entities. The 

authorization suspends the applicability 

of certain Federal regulations in favor of 

the State program, thereby eliminating 

duplicative requirements for handlers of 

hazardous wastes in the State. It does 

not impose any new burdens on small 

entities. This rule, therefore, does not 

require a regulatory flexibility analysis. 
Dated March 19, 1982. 

Anne M. Gorsuch, 

Administrator. 

[FR Doc. 82-8117 Filed 3-25-82; 6:45 amj 

BILLING CODE 6560-38-M 


FEDERAL EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT AGENCY 


44 CFR Part 67 


Final Flood Elevation Determinations; 
Arizona, et al. 


AGENCY: FEMA. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: Final base (100-year) flood 


elevations are listed below for selected 
locations in the nation. These base (100- 
year) flood elevations are the basis for 
the flood plain management measures 
that the community is required either to 
adopt or show evidence of being already 


in effect in order to qualify or remain 
qualified for participation in the 
National Flood Insurance program 
(NFIP). 

EFFECTIVE DATE: The date of issuance of 
the Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) 
showing base (100-year] flood 
elevations, for the community. This date 
may be obtained by contacting the office 
where the maps are available for 
inspection indicated on the table below. 


ADDRESSES: See table below. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Robert G. Chappell, National Flood 
Insurance Program, (202) 287-0230, 
Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Washington, D.C. 20472. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Federal Emergency Management 
Agency gives notice of the final 
determination of flood elevations for 
each community listed. 

This final rule is issued in accordance 
with section 110 of the Flood Disaster 
Protection Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968 (Pub. L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001- 
4128, and 44 CFR Part 67). An 
opportunity for the community or 
individuals to appeal this determination 
to or the community for a period 
of ninety (90) days had been provided. 
No appeals of the proposed base flood 
elevations were received from the 


Finat BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS 
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community or from individuals within 
the community. 

The Agency has developed criteria for 
flood plain management in flood-prone 
areas in accordance with 44 CFR Part 
60. 
Pursuant to the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 
605(b), the Associate Director to whom 
authority has been delegated by the 


’ Director, Federal Emergency 


Management Agency, hereby certifies 
that the final flood elevation 
determinations, if promulgated, will not 
have a significant.economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. A 
flood elevation determination under 
section 1363 forms the basis for new 
local ordinances, which, if adopted by a 
local community, will govern future 
construction within the floodplain area. 
The elevation determinations, however, 
impose no restriction unless and until 
the local community voluntarily adopts 
floodplain ordinances in accord with 
these elevations. Even if ordinances are 
adopted in compliance with Federal 
standards, the elevations prescribed 
how high to build in the floodplain and 
do not prescribe development. Thus, this 
action only forms the basis for future 
local actions. It imposes no new 
requirement; of itself it has no economic 
impact. 

The final base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


City/town/county (Docket No.) 


...| Duncan (town), Greeniee County, FEMA-6157 


Maps available for inspection at City Clerk’s Office, 102 4th Street, Duncan, Arizona. 


Highway 
and State Highway 75 (Main Street). 








: é os Re aaa, 
Califormi....eeeeeneeeeneeeee Humboldt County (unincorporated areas), FEMA-6157.... Eel River 


50 feet north of i of Redwood Highway 


At intersection of Nissen Lane and Glove Lane........... | 


(U.S. Highway 101) and Drake Hill Road. 

At intersection of Eel River and center of Wildwood 
Avenue. 

200 feet east from intersection of Holmes Flat Road 
and Tierney Road. 

At intersection of Van Duzen Street and 4th Street......... 

100 feet west from intersection of State Highway 36 
and Odd Fellows Park Road. 

intersection of South Fork Eel River and center of 
Briceiand Thorne Road. ; 

At intersection of Janes Road and iverson Lane 

40 feet upstream from center of Howard Heights 


| 


| Trinity River 
Maps available for inspection at Department of Planning, 3015 H Street, Eureka, California 95501. 


Se as + 


..| Santa Ciara County (unincorporated areas), FEMA- 
5973. 


50 feet upstream from center of Old Arcata Road. 
At confluence with Morrison Guich 
At confluence with Willow Creek 


25 feet downstream from the intersection of Bertram 
Road and Alamitos Creek. 
..| 100 feet downstream from the intersection of Harry 
Road and Arroyo Calero. 
100 feet downstream from the intersection of Prospect 
Road and Calabazas Creek. 
intersection of Southern Pacific Railroad and center of 
Coyote Creek. 
100 feet upstream from the intersection of Tennant 
Avenue and Coyote Creek. ! 





Alamitos. Creek ........ 
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FINAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued 


niente 


City/town/county (Docket No.) Source of flooding 


50 feet east of intersection of N..24th and East San 
Antonio Street. 
East Little Liagas Creek .....................] 50 feet upstream from the intersection of Liagas 
Avenue and East Litle Liagas Creek. 
Fisher Creek...........-.00 ..-«| 80 feet upstream from the intersection of Madrone 
Avenue and Fisher Creek. 
Fisher Creek Overbank... | 120 feet upstream from the intersection of Fisher 
Road (Laguna Avenue) and Fisher Creek Overbank. 
Guadalupe River.......... .| 500 feet west from intersection of North First Street 
and Nicholson Lane. 
Lions Creek ................ .| 40 feet upstream from the intersection of Tatum 
Avenue and Lions Creek. 
Liagas Creek... .| 350 feet upstream from the intersection of Pacheo 
Pass Road and Liagas Creek. 
100 feet upstream from the intersection of Sycamore 
Avenue and Liagas Creek. 
100 feet upstream from the intersection of Leavesiey 
Road and Liagas Overbank. 
| At the confluence with Ronan Channel 
| 650 feet downstream from the intersection of Kem 
Avenue and North Morey Creek. 
Permanente Creek . . -«. 50 feet upstream from the intersection of Permanente 
Creek and Permanente Road. 
Ronan Channel........... ‘ .| At the center of the U.S. Highway 101 (South Valley 
Freeway) crossing of the channel. 
Santa Teresa Creek........ ; 100 feet downstream from the intersection of Harry 
Road and Santa Teresa Creek. 
| intersection of Dover Way and Marmont Way 
.| Intersection of Kern Avenue and South Morey Creek...... 
5 380 feet upstream from the intersection of Homestead 
Road and Stevens Creek. 
Upper Penitencia Creek ...... ..| 100 feet north from the intersection of Penitencia 
: Creek Road and Bard Street. 
OI CI cavcrceserersesinsticses intersection of Thomas Road and center of Uvas 
Creek. 
West Branch Liagas Creek ; 100 feet upstream from the intersection of Day Road 
and West Branch Liagas Creek. 
..| intersection of Monterey Road and center of West 
Little Llagas Creek. 
Los Gatos Creek ..........«. Intersection of Los Gatos Creek and center of West 
| Mozart Avenue extended. 


Maps available for inspection at County Government Center, East Wing Central Permit Office, 7th Floor 70 West Hedding Street, San Jose, California; Santa Clara Valley Water District, 
Alamaden Expressway, San Jose, California; Agricultural Conditions and Environmental Health Services Office, 16450 Monterey Road, Morgan Hill, Califorma. 


= ae 


West Little Uagas Creek 





..| Solano County (unincorporated areas), FEMA-6157.......; Pennsylvania Avenue Creek .. 


Sacramento River..................- _..] At intersection of Stratton Lane and Collinsville Road..... 

Old Alamo Creek... ..ccccccecessee..-eef 80 feet upstream from the center of Vaca Station 
Road. 

Gibson Canyon Creek..... ..| Intersection of Creek and center of PG and Access 
Road. 


South Branch Gibson Canyon | 50 feet upstream from the center of Putah South 
. Canal. 
..| intersection of creek and center of Southern Pacific 
Railroad. 
intersection of creek and center of Southern Pacific 
Railroad. 
..| intersection of creek and center of Suisun Valley Road . 
30 feet upstream from the center of Mankas Comer 
Road. 
At the intersection of Chadbourne and Rockville 
Roads. 
At the intersection of Clayton and Gordon Valley 
Roads. 


At the intersection of Mankas Corner and Ledgewood 
Roads. 
Ulatis Creek... ccceesseecneervernneeveeeeneal tNtersection of creek and center of Farrell Road. 
Green Valley Greek................-.....-..-»| 40 feet upstream from the center of Rockville Road 
500 feet west from intersection of creek and Green 
Valley Road. 
eee yo pean 100 feet upstream from the center of Private Road. 
we .«| 15 feet upstream from the center of Twin Creeks Main 
Road. 
..| 30 feet upstream from the center of Cherry Glen Road.. 
.-| 25 feet upstream from the center of Interstate High- 
way 80 west. 
.| 150 feet south from the intersection of Rivera and 
Pena Adobe Roads. 
intersection of creek and center of Solano Avenue......... 
.| Intersection of creek and center of Clayton Road.. 


200 feet east from the intersection of Madison Avenue 
and Montclair Court. 

40 feet upstream from center of Oak Street.................... = 

.| 30 feet upstream from the center of Spring Street........... 





Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 59 / Friday, March 26, 1982 / Rules and Regulations 


Finat Base (100-YEAR) FLoop ELEvATIONS—Continued 


City/town/county (Docket No.) 





At intersection of White Oak Drive and Oak Manor 
Drive. 
Maps available for inspection at Department of Public Works, 203: S. Schoot Street, Ukiah, California. 


Vacaville (city), Solano County, FEMA-6157....... ee Ulatis Creek. 75 feet upstream from center of Nut Tree Road.. 
At intersection of Ulatis Creek and Farrell Road... 
| At the intersection of Valley Drive and Calien Street... 
| At intersection of Hazel Street and Brown Street 
Intersection of Alamo Creek and center of Alamo 
Drive. 
100 feet upstream from center of West Monte Vista 
Avenue. 
Shallow FIOOIING........-.+-ceseessssseensssesveee] 150 feet east from intersection of Madison Avenue 
and Montclair Court. 
350 feet southwest from intersection of California 
Drive with Mariposa Avenue. 
At intersection of York Court and La Paz Street...... 
Laguna Creek... 20 feet upstream from center of Cherry Glen Road 
| Lagoon Drain...... ..| 110 feet upstream from center of interstate 80. 
Encinosa Creek | 100 feet upstream from center of Alamo Drive.. J 
At intersection of Edgewater Drive and Encinosa 
i Avenue. 
Old Alamo Creek intersection of Old Alamo Creek and center of Leisure 
Town Road. 
Gibson Canyon Creek | 100 feet upstream from center of Southern Pacific 
Railroad. 
South Branch Gibson Canyon | 100 feet upstream from center of Interstate Highway 
Creek. 505. 
HOrs@ CrOOK 0... ecceemssessssesseeeeseseeeee] 150 feet upstream from center of Nut Tree Airport 
Runway. 
Middie Branch Horse Creek ..............| 110 feet upstream from center of interstate Highway 
505. 
Pine Tree Cre@k 2 ..ecceseseeeseseeeee] 125 feet upstream from center of imperial Road. 
At intersection of Bennett Hill Drive and Brown Street... 
At intersection of Markham Avenue and Brown Street... 
South Branch Horse Creek 80 feet upstream from center of Southern Pacific 
Railroad. 
Middie Swale to South Branch | 25 feet downstream from center of Browns Valley 
Horse Creek. Road. | 
Unnamed Tributary to Ulatis Creek ..| At intersection of Unnamed Tributary to Ulatis Creek 
and center of Farrell Road. 
pene. | 500 feet east from intersection of Vaca Valley Road 
with North Orchard Avenue 


| 











Maps available for inspection at Department of Public Works, City Hall, 650 Merchant Street, Vacaville, California 95688. 





CaMifOTMI ......cseseesersseeneeeeseenee} Willits (City), andnctie. County, FEMA-6157 .. sssseeeeeee? Maehi/Baechtel Creek...... 20 feet upstream from center of Commercial Road 
Broaddus Creek..... a ...| 20 feet upstream from center of Main Street (U.S. 
Highway 101). 

Mill Creek 50 feet upstream from center of Southern Pacific 
Railroad. 


Maps available for inspection at Department of Respunits. 74 E. Commercial Street, Willits, California. 


Colorado csseesseesemsanansesesseeeemeeeal MOffat County (unincorporated areas), FEMA-6157.. _ly i 50 feet upstream of intersection of State Highway 394 
and Yampa River. 

25 feet downstream of intersection of First Street By- 
Pass and Fortification Creek. 

50 feet downstream of intersection of County Highway 

| No. 112 and Fortification Creek. 
Sand Gulch 80 feet upstream of intersection of State Highways 13 

and 789 and Sand Gulch. 

| Sand Guich Tributary 25 feet upstream of intersection of County Highway 

No. 22 and Sand Gulch Tributary. 

| Brotherton Gulch 40 feet upstream of intersection of Unnamed Road 

t and Brotherton Gulch. 

50 feet upstream of intersection of Maple Street and 
Cedar Mountain Gulch. 

40 feet upstream of intersection of Douglas Street and 
Pine Ridge Gulch. 

25 feet upstream of intersection of County Highway 
No. 17 and Lay Creek. 

100 feet upstream of intersection of U.S. Highway No. 
40 and Lay Creek. 

Big. Gulch....... 50 feet downstream of intersection of U.S. Highway 

No. 40 and Big Gulch. 








Maps available for inspection at Planning Department, 221 West Victory Way, Craig, Colorado 81625. 
inaileihtimaaon > a in 
Willimantic, city, Windham County (Docket No. FEMA- | Shetucket River Downstream renapenate limits... 
6197). Confluence of Willimantic and Natchaug River 
Willimantic: RIVET ............00sess00000ee44 Confluence with Shetucket River.. 
Downstream of 1st dam.. ’ 
Dam approximately 850’ downstream of Windham 
Road (downstream side). 
Dam approximately 150° upstream of Windham Road 
(downstream side). 
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State City/town/county (Docket No.) Source of flooding 











Location 





(extended). 
| Dam approximately 400 downstream of Bridge Street 
| (downstream side). 
| East end of Davis Street .. 
Conrail bridge (downstream sie). 
| Upstream corporate ims 
| 


..| Confluence with Shetucket River... 


Willowbrook Road (downstream side). 


| 


Maps available for inspoction at the Building Department, City Hall, Willimantic, Connecticut. 


| Upstream corporate limits. 








————_,—_____—_—_ 


..| Unincorporated. areas. of Sumter County (FEMA-6224) | Withlacoochee River........................ 


i 
| 
| 
Maps available for inspection at Sumter County Courthouse, 400 North Florida Avenue, Bushneil, Fiorida 33513. 


——_-— > siapeinaiaacinenioninenenieatgi 
GOONGIA.........-.eeees-nerenne-eaeeevee}, COWOta County (unincorporated areas), FEMA-6197 





| Little Creek. 
Simmon Creek .. 


White Oak Creek 





| Paradise Lakes Branch. 


Chandlers Creek 


Maps available for inspection at County Commissioner's Office, 22 E. Broad, Newnan, Georgia. 


WAN 0.0.0... .sesecesesseeeerseeeeeseseenep AMMON (City), Bonneville County (FEMA-6157) Sand Creek: ........... 
Sheet flow area . 
Sheet flow area . 
Ponding area.. 
Ponding area...... 








Maps available for inspection at City Hall, 3270 Molen ener Ammon, idaho. 


| Little Withiacoochee River ................. 


_....| 35 feet downstream from the center of Heery Road ...... 
...| intersection of the creek and the center of Old Corinth 


| 150 feet downstream from the center of Old Corintir 
.| Intersection of stream and the center of Old Corinth 


.-.| 80 feet upstream from the confluence with Tributary 5.../ 
| 150 feet downstream from the center of the Seaboard | 


.| 100 feet downstream from the center of Andrew | 


FP POPRNIITIY OD stsannicssscinsessesndesscieenssasinenccnenl 


B DORI coxacusicconcesupstiusintenceenatosentsiten 


..| 80 feet downsiream from the center of Cannongate 


..| 50 feet downstream from the center of Coilinsworth 


....| 60 feet downstream from the center of Poplar Road 
.| 50 feet downstream from the center of Turkey Creek 


hs js ¥ 
| Just downstream of interstate Highway 7 75. | 
| Just downstream of the confluence with Little Withia- | 


| coochee River. 
— 850 feet downstream of U.S. Highway | 


bana aienes of the Seaboard Coastline Railroad .... 


....| 20 feet downstream from the center of U.S. Highway | 


| 29 (State Highway 14). 


..| 60 feet upstream from the center of Hospital Road. 


| 40 feet downstream from the center of Roscoe Road ... 

“intersection of steam and the center of Wahoo Creek | 
Sewage Treatment Piant Road. } 

a: aie 
Road 


Road. 
Road. 


Road. 


Coast Line Railroad. j 
50 feet upstream from the center of the dam at the | 
downstream end of Wynns Pond. i 
| 200 feet downstream from the center of Christopher | 
Road. 


Bailey Road. 

175 feet downstream from the center of a private road 
which intersects Lower Fayetteville Road approxi- | 
mately 1,500 feet southwest along Lower Fayette- 
ville Road from Shoal Creek. 

| 165 feet downstream from the center of a private road | 

| which intersects McCollum-Sharpsburg Road ap- 
proximately 6,000 feet north along McColium- j 
Sharpsburg Road from State Highway 34 (ai 
Thomas Crossroads). | 

130 feet downstream from the center of Raymond Hill 
Road. } 

50 feet downstream from the center of Major Road........ 


Road. 
950 feet upstream from the confiuence with Simmon 
Creek. 


Road. 
| 25 feet downstream from the center of Lower Fayette- | 
| ville Road. | 
| 100 feet downstream from the center of McGahee 

Road. 





Road. 
60 feet upstream from the center of the dam at the 
downstream end of East Newnan Lake. 


.| 20 feet downstream from the center of Lower Fayette- 


ville Road. 
200 feet upstream from the confluence with White 
Oak Creek. 
150 feet downstream from the center of interstate | 
| Highway 85. | 





3 At intersection of Ross Avenue and Sunnyside Road 
..| At intersection of Ross Avenue and Maiben Avenue....... 


At intersection of Ross Avenue and Aspen Lane. 





| At intersection of Dal Avenue and Samuel Street .... 
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City/town/county (Docket No.) Source of flooding 


Boundary County (unincorporated areas) (FEMA- | Deep Creek:........ Seta .«| 160 feet downstream from the center of West Side 
6197). Road. 
200 feet upstream from the center of Highland Fiats 
Road. 
Tr@il CrECK....cvcrresseessseserversesrecsesernnceeeal WNtersection of the creek and the center of U.S. 
Highway 2 and 95. 
Fall Creek ....ssescsssssveee wen] Intersection of the creek and the center of Highland 
Flat Road. 
.| 160 feet west along Ruby Creek Road from its inter- 
section with Old U.S. Highway 95. 
.| 140 feet downstream from the center of U.S. Highway 
2 and 95. 
Twentymile Creek..........0000-sescveevseveee| 40 feet upstream from the center of U.S. Highway 2 
and 95. 
Snow GCreek.......0000» ssesvsesvseveevvel 40 feet downstream from the center of West Side 
Road. 
Caribou Creek .....s.sssssers * .«| 40 feet downstream from the center of West Side 
Road. 
Moyle RIVEP .......0s0nssenenes vs] 100 feet downstream from the center of U.S. Highway 
95. 3 


Maps available for inspection at Planning Office, Boundary County Courthouse, Bonners Ferry, kdaho. 


(V), Hillsdale, Rock Island County (Docket No. FEMA~ | ROCK RIVEP....c...eevosssssssrecssesnnresseerenee] JUST UPStream of Jenson Road. 
6181). About 3,800 feet upstream of Jenson Road. 
Meredosia Ditch............» ..| About 0.78 mile downstream of Main Street 
About 0.33 mile upstream of Main Street 


Maps available for inspection at the Clerk's Office, Hillsdale, Mlinois. 
.-| (V), Holiday Hills, McHenry County (Docket No. | Fox RIVEM....:sssssssssvseernnserssonerssves | Within corporate limits. 
FEMA-6224). 1 


Maps available for inspection at the Clerk's Office, Holiday Hills Village Hall, 1514 Sunset Drive, McHenry, illinois. 


.«| (Unincorporated), Kendall County (Docket No. FEMA- | Clear Creek ....cssssssssessnessnssse ».| Mouth at Fox River. 
6181). About 50 feet downstream of Crimmin Road .. 
Just downstream of abandoned railroad (upstream of 
Crimmin Road). 

About 1,225 feet upstream of Sewage Pond Road. 
Just upstream of earthen dam 

FOX RIVEP .....es000s0000000000 wise] JUSt downstream of Bridge Street.. 
Just downstream of confluence of Rob Roy Creek. 
About 3,000 feet upstream of Glenn D. Palmer Dam 
Just upstream of Washington Street.. 
About 700 feet upstream of U.S. Route 

Aux Sable Creek. Sac Just upstream of Wildly Road 
Just downstream of Bell Road 
Just upstream of Bell Road. 
Just downstream of Van Dyke Road. 
Just downstream of County Route 23... 

East Branch Little Rock Creek About 100 feet downstream of Miller Road.. 
Just upstream of Little Rock Road. 
About 0.6 mile upstream of Viliman Road 

Blackberry Creek ....rssssssreeresesveresee| At Confluence with Fox River 
Just upstream of River Road 
About 300 feet upstream of County Route 20. 


Waubansee Creek...» | About 1,500 feet downstream of Evergreen Lane 
Just upstream of U.S. Route 34 (east of Oswego).. 
About 700 feet upstream of Elgin Joliet and Eastern 
Railroad. 


Maps available for inspection at the Building and Zoning Department, Kendall County Office Building, Yorkville, tilinois. 


(V) Mount Prospect, Cook County (Docket No. FEMA~ | Weller Creek ......vservsesssrvrsserversssvemeserne] ADOut 600 feet downstream of George Street. 
6155). Just downstream of Lincoln Street. 

McDonald Creek....ssussvrssosrernenenn] JUSt Upstream of Kensington Road... 

About 1,700 feet upstream of intersection of Euclid 
Avenue and Wolf Road. 

Des Plaines River About 1.0 mile upstream of Euclid Avenue... eccoen| 
About 1.2 miles upstream of Euclid Avenue. o 

Feehanville Ditch ...cvsssscsssssessvvssevsesserees 
About 3,000 feet upstream of Brentswood Lane. 


Maps available for inspection at Clerk's Office, Village Hall, 100 South Emerson Street, Mount Prospect, iilinois. 


(V), Orland Park, Cook County (Docket No. FEMA- i Just upstream of 131st Street 
6141) About 400 feet upstream of 131st Street . 
Just downstream of Norfolk and Western Raitw 
At 88th Avenue 
..| About 1,600 feet downstream of 82nd Avenue 

Sera ee naenene ae 
joad. 

aren ne ne 
joad. 


About 700 feet upstream of Silver Lake Country Club 
Road. 
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City/town/county (Docket No.} 





Just upstream of Tee Brook Drive 

About 100 feet downstream of Wheeler Drive 
About 150 feet downstream of 159th Street ..... 
About 150 feet upstream of Laure! Drive. 
Just upstream of 88th Avenue....... 


Maps available for inspection at the Administrator's Office, Village Hall, 14415 Beacon Avenue, Oriand Park, Illinois. 


(Unincorporated), Fock tsiand County (Docket No. ISSISSIPPI FRIVET .........-00-00r0000+rs002000-0000] ADOut 6.5 miles downstream of Muscatine Route 92. 
FEMA-6197). About 2.8 miles upstream of lock and dam No. 16. 
Just upstream of lock and dam No 15......... 
Just upstream of lock and dam No. 14... 
About 17.0 miles upstream of Interstate 80 
Moline Pool/Syivan Siough............... issi 


ROCK RIVET eceeenrnsssnnarnenneenieee) AOU 1.0 mile downstream of State Route 199... 
About 0.75 mile upstream of 83rd Avenue ........................ 


About 2,900 feet upstream of Third Street........... 
At confluence with East Fork White River ......... 
About 2.7 miles upstream of Third Street......... 


I 
Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, 5th and Franklin, Columbus, Indiana. 


..| Hollis, town, York County (Docket No. FEMA-6181) ...... 


Maps available for inspection at the Hollis Municipal Office, Hollis Center, Maine. 


seep Prince George's. County (Docket No. FEMA-6163) ......... 


Maps available for inspection at the Department of Licenses and Permits, County Administrative Building, Upper Marlboro, Maryland. 
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City/town/county (Docket No.) Source of flooding 





Acushnet, town, Bristol County (Docket No. FEMA- | Acushnet River ..........vcssssesnsseenenennene 


6014). 


Deep Brook......... 


Maps available for inspection at the Office of Conservation Commission, Town Hall, Acushnet, Massachusetts. 


Massachusetts Athol, town, Worcester County (Docket No. FEMA- | Millers River 
F 6014). 





Mill Brook ....... 


Be  iaeccsenevestiicstnaphiichcainnmmnnite 


East Branch Tully River....... 


Maps available for inspection at the Athol Town Clerk’s Office, Town Hall, 584 Main Street, Athol, Massachusetts. 


Massachusetts Ayer, town, Middlesex County (Docket No. FEMA- | Nashua River 
6074). 


Nonacoicus Brook 4 .........ssssseossseneseee 


Nonacoicus Brook 2 


SEI vectarsiirnstebiatinttemmnccttican 


Tributary to Nonacoicus Brook 1...... 


Bennetts Brook 


Maps available for inspection at the Office of the Planning Board, Town Hall, Main Street, Ayer, Massachusetts. 


Downstream Main Street Bridge 
Upstream side of Factory Dam... 
Downstream side of Hamlin Road Bridge... 
Upstream side of spillway 

Upstream side of private drive.. 

Upstream side of Leonard Street Bridge... 
Approximately 100’ downstream side of . 


Bridge. 
Downstream side of New Bedford Reservoir Dam.. 


..| Confluence with Acushnet River 


Approximately 1,400’ upstream from confluence with 
Acushnet River. 

Downstream of earthen dam. 

Upstream of earthen dam 

Downstream side of Morse Lane Bridge J 

Approximately 660’ upstream from Morse Lane Bridge... 


Downstream corporate limits. 

Approximately 250’ upstream of Exchange Street. 

Downstream of Starret Company Dam.... 

Upstream of Starret Company Dam 

Upstream of UTD Dam... A 

Upstream of Atho! Manufacturing Dam .. sa 

Approximately 4,175’ upstream of Athol Manufacturing 
Dam. 

Approximately 6,600’ upstream of Athol Manufacturing 
Dam. 

Approximately 9,030’ upstream of Athol Manufacturing 
Dam. 

Approximately 9,345’ downstream of Boston and 
Maine Railroad (first crossing). 

Approximately 5,125’ downstream of Boston and 
Maine Railroad (first crossing). 

Approximately 1,320’ upstream of Boston and Maine 
Railroad (first crossing). 

Approximately 4,225’ upstream of Boston and Maine 
Railroad (first crossing). 

Approximately 6,285’ upstream of Boston and Maine 
Railroad (first crossing). 

Approximately 635’ downstream of Boston and Maine 
Railroad (second crossing). 

Upstream Corporate Limits 


..| Confluence with Millers River. 


Downstream of Freedom Street 

Upstream of South Street 

Downstream of Cottage Street . 

Confluence with Millers River. 

Confluence with east branch Tully River. 
Confluence with Tully River 

Approximately 1,850’ upstream of Tully Road 
Approximately 1,010’ downstream of Fryeville Road. 
Approximately 500’ downstream of Fryeville Road.. 
Approximately 400’ downstream of first dam .... 
Approximately 240’ downstream of first dam 
Upstream of first dam 

Approximately 320’ downstream of second dam. 
Upstream corporate limits. 


Downstream corporate limits. 


Upstream corporate limit: 

Confluence with Nashua River. 

Upstream second Boston and Maine Railroad Bridge 
Confluence of tributary to Nonacoicus Brook 1.... 


..| Confluence with Nonacoicus Brook 1... 


Upstream corporate limits... 

Downstream corporate limits.. 

Upstream Ayer Road 

Approximately 1,950’ upstream of Ayer Road 
Upstream corporate limits 

Confluence with Nonacoicus Brook 1... 
Approximately 3,860’ upstream Snake Hi " 
Approximately 2,320’ downstream Private Road. 
Upstream private road 

Upstream Boston and Maine Ratiroad Bridge 
Downstream Willow Road.. 

Downstream Littleton Road 

First upstream corporate limi 

Second upstream corporate limits 

Upstream second private road.. 

Downstream Snake Hill Road... 

Third upstream corporate limits .... 


*223 
*233 

229 
*220 
*238 
*250 
*258 


*263 
*266 


lsu 
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City/town/county (Docket No.) 


Foskett Mill Stream ™ 
Approximately 974’ upstream of U. Ss. Route 2 20.. 
SREMMAN BrOOK......cs0ssssse0s000-a0-serereeeed Upstream side of Cemetery Road........................ 

Approximately 1,660’ upstream of East Hill Road . 

| Approximately 3,480’ upstream of Cubies Road... 


Maps available for inspection at the Brimfield Town Hall, Main Street, Brimfield, Massachusetts. 


..| Alewife Brook.......... 
Wellington Brook... 


Maps available for inspection at City Engineer, 147 Hampshire Street, Cambridge, Massachusetts. 
Rochester Road (upstream side). 
Confluence of Rocky Meadow 
Meadow Brook. 
..| Confluence with Weweantic River... 
France Street (downstream side) . 


| Unstream side of Stn access road upstream of Cran- | 


| 14th access road upstream of Cranbery Road (down- 
stream side). 


Maps available for inspection at the Carver Town Hall, Main Street, Carver, Massachusetts. 


Chariton, town, Worcester County (Docket No FEMA- 
6079) 





ma Upstream of 2nd crossing of Saundersdale Road.. 
poem ee on gn 


..| Pikes Pond... 
Upstream of Northside Turnpike... 
__| Upstream of Ute Nugget Orv. 


| Approximately 1,050° upstream of ‘Conrail . 
Maps available for inspection at the Chariton Town Hali, Main Street, Chariton, Massachusetts. 


— een 


Cheisea, city, Suffolk County (Docket No. FEMA- ssesseesessessessenssraesseersreaeemenneey CONMuENCe with Chelsea River... 
6153). Upstream side of Broadway Avenue... = 
Just downstream of the southeast exit ramps of US. 
i Route 1 and Route 95. ' 


Cheshire, town, Berkshire County (Docket No FEMA- 
6079). 


Wellis ROad Brook ......crsesessssveesesennsene 


Maps available for inspection at the Cheshire Town Hall, Church Street, Cheshire, Massachusetts. 
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City/town/county (Docket No.) 


Downstream corporate fimits.... 
Upstream of Bridge Street... 


Upstream of U.S. Route 7... 
Upstream of Division Street . 
Downstream of Rising Dam... 


Upstream corporate limits................ as 


0.17 mile downstream of Conrail Bridge 
Downstream of Conrail Bridge .. 
Upstream of State Route 41 

Upstream of Wright Lane... 


Upstream of Rock Dam.... 

Upstream of Hulburt Road. 

Downstream of Seekonk Cross Road 

Approximately 0.50 mile downstream of Pumpkin 
Hollow Road. 

Upstream corporate limits. 

AHOPd BrOOK ..ncccccsecscsescrsssssesssssersseeeeeene] CONflUeNCE with Green Riv 

Downstream of private road 

Downstream of Seekonk Cross Road. rem 

Approximately 0.18 mile upstream Seekonk Cross 
Road. 

Approximately 0.165 mile downstream of Division 
Street. 

Upstream of Division Street 

Approximately 1.2 miles upstream of Division Street....... 


Maps available for inspection at the Great Barrington Selectmen's Office, Great Barrington Town Hall, 334 Main Street, Great Barrington, Massachusetts. 


, town, Worcester County, (Docket No. | Charles RiV@P .......c....sscsvsssssersseeereeee| Approximately 3,800’ downstream of downstream Con- 
FEMA-6153). rail Bridge. 
Upstream side of downstream Conrail Bridge 
Upstream corporate limits 
Mill River... ..| Downstream corporate limits... 
Approximately 5,800’ upstream of corporate 
Upstream side of Mill Street. 
Upstream side of Thwing Street 
Upstream side of Freedom Street 
Upstream corporate limits 


Maps available for inspection at the Town Hall, Hopedale, Massachusetts. 
| Lawrence, city, Essex County, (Docket No. FEMA- i IVER .cacceecscsnescesessseessseeeeseea] DOWNStTEAM Corporate limits 
6197). Downstream Essex Company Dam. 
Upstream corporate limits... 
Downstream Route 495. 
Upstream corporate limits.. 
..| Confluence with Merrimack River. 

Corporate limits 

Maps available for inspection at the Office of the City Engineer, Lawrence City Hall, 200 Common Street, Lawrence, Massachusetts. 


..| Mendon, town, Worcester County, (Docket No. 
FEMA-6121). 


Maps available for inspection at the Mendon Town Hall, 20 Main Street, Mendon, Massachusetts. 


Millville, town, Worcester County, (Docket No. FEMA- 
6181). 


Norwell, town, Plymouth County (Docket No. FEMA- a ..| Entire shoreline west of Bridge Street... 
6181). Entire shoreline east of Bridge Street. 


Confluence of Black Pond Brook ... 
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City/town/county (Docket No.) 


Rockland, town, Plymouth County (Docket No. FEMA- 
6015) 


- an available for inspection at the Office of the Selectmen, 242 Union Street, Rockland, Massachusetts. 


incnnaiene smersseseecessacee,| Sturidge, 
FEMA-6197). 


UIE MI civcssctisennsecsesisedevdiennsnsiesi 


MasSachuselts ........rccscnrees Townsend, town, Middlesex County (Docket No. 
’ FEMA-6197) 


Witch Brook...... 


Tributary A to Squannacook River.... 
Tributary B to Squannacook River.... 


Approximately 2,240° downstream of Norwell ‘Avenue .... 


a Oevemennn comorste limits... 


Upstream side of Summer Street. & 

Upstream side of Studley Court 

Downstream side of Market Street... 

Studleys Pond Dam... 

Downstream of Conrail 

Upstream of North Avenue... 

Approximately 530° downstream of t Spruce Street... 


..| Confluence with French Stream ... 


Downstream of Levin Road............ 


Upstream of Hote! Driveway ss 


Upstream of dam (2nd upstream crossing)... 
Upstream of Trail Road. 

Upstream interstate Route 86 (South). 
Downstream State Route 15...... 

Upstream State Route 15 

Upstream interstate Route 86 (North) .. 


..| Approximately 1,000’ downstream of corporate limits. 


Approximately 2,200" upstream of confiuence of Witch 
Brook. 


Approximately 1,000° upstream confluence with Mason 
Brook. 
Upstream gravel pit access road (1st crossing)... 
Road 
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City/town/county (Docket No.) 


Upstream corporate limits.............seseressenernansserneners 
Approximately 490’ downstream of Emery Road. 
Approximately 575’ upstream of Graves Pond Dam. 





Upton, town, Worcester County (Docket No. FEMA- | Mill Rliver.........-....-.cccseeossoere 
6197). 


OEE FIT veicicscicoticteces 


Center Brodk........ccncseccsevere 


Maps available for inspection at the Office of the Town Clerk, Upton Town Hall, Main Street, Upton, Massachusetts. 





Westminster, town, Worcester County (Docket No. | Wyman Pond Brook ............ccecse0seoee 


FEMA-6079). 


Phillips Brook 


Round Meadow Pond Brook............. 


Maps available for inspection at the Westminster Town Hall, 7 Bacon Street, Westminster, Massachusetts. 





(C) Adrian, Lenawee County (Docket No. FEMA- | South branch River Raisir................. 


(V) Blissfieid, Lenawee County (Docket No. FEMA- | River Raisin...........ccccm-sscssssnsrnesvnrseses 


6181). 


(C) East. Jordan, Charlevoix County (Docket No. | Lake Charlevoix (south arm) 
FEMA-6181). | 


Crockett Road (upstream side) 
Corporate limits (upstream) 


..| Hartford Avenue (upstream side) 


Dam approximately 1,500’ upstream of Williams Street 
(upstream side). 


..| Station Street (downstream side) 


Prospect Street (downstream side) . 
Pratt Pond Dam 


Downstream corporate limits. 

Narrows Road approximately 3,070° upstream of cor- 
porate limits (upstream). 

Narrows Road approximately 6,660' upstream of cor- 
porate limits (upstream). 

Wyman Road (upstream) 

Culvert approximately 350’ 
Road. 


Downstream corporate limits. 

Ashburnham Road approximately 3,500’ upstream of 
corporate limits (upstream). 

Fred Smith Road (upstream)... 

Approximately 6,400’ upstream o' 

Downstream corporate limits.... 

Depot Road (upstream). 

Old Mil! Dam (upstream)... 

Round Meadow Pond Dam (upstream) .. 

Confluence with Round Meadow Pond Brook .... 

Old Town Farm Road (upstream)..... 

State Route 2 (upstream) 

Aubuchon Avenue (upstream).. 


Dam (upstream)..............00 
State Route 140 (upstream). 


About 4,100’ upstream of Beecher Street ..... 


About 2.8 miles downstream of Adrian Street 


Just upstream of Adrian Street 
About 2.4 miles upstream of Adrian Street..... 


Mouth at Lake Charlevoix. 
Just downstream of abandoned bridge (Spring Street 
extended). 


Approximately 1.5 miles downstream of West Michigan 
Avenue. 

Approximately 1,000 feet downstream of West Michi- 
gan Avenue. 

Approximately 1,900 feet upstream of West Michigan 
Avenue. 

At the confluence with the River Raisin 

Approximately 200 feet downstream of the divergence 
from the River Raisin. 


..| About 1,800 feet downstream of Ann Arbor Railroad 


About 2,500 feet upstream of Dundee Dam 





Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, 201 Main Street, East Jordan, Michigan. 





x 
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City/town/county (Docket No.) 


\ 


(C) Milan, Washtenaw and Monroe Counties (Docket 
No. FEMA-6181). 


Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, 147 Wabash, Milan, Michigan. 


..| (V) Ovid, Clinton County (Docket No. FEMA-6197) 


Maps available for inspection at the Village Hall, 114 East Front Street, Clinton, Michigan. 


FEMA-6181). 


ainda wa) h Raisinville, aie County (Docket Ni No. FEMA} | River Raigitt...eececcessescesesereeeesesed 


Maps available for inspection at the Supervisor's Home, 11250 North Custer Road, Dundee, Michigan. 


Wild Rice River Overflow ...........0.-.... 


Shallow FIOOING ........-00ss-esssevereenesneens 


Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, PO. Box 32, Ada, Minnesota. 


(C) Chatfield, Fillmore and Olmsted Counties (Docket 
No. FEMA-6184). 


Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, Chatfield, Minnesota. 


(C) Minnesota City, Winona County (Docket No. 
FEMA-6181). 


Maps available for inspection at City Hall, Minnesota City, Minnesota. 


(C) Rollingstone, Winona County (Docket No. FEMA- | Roilingstone Creek 
6181). 


ee 


Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, P.O. Box 258, Rotlingstone, Minnesota. 


Glasgow, Chariton and Howard Counties (Docket 
No. FEMA-6197). 


No. FEMA-6197). 
Maps available for inspection at the City Hali, focheport, Missouri. 


ut downstream of Grand Trunk Western Railroad 


About 1,300 feet upstream of State Highway 21 


About 350 feet upstream of Packard Road 

Just downstream of Retention Pond No. 1 Outlet 
Works. 

Just upstream of Retention Pond No. 1 Outlet Works 
About 450 feet upstream of Interstate 94. 

Just upstream of Ciark Road 

Just downstream of Hogback Road... 

Just upstream of Hogback Road...................... 


7 About 1,100 feet downstream of Maple Road . 


Just upstream of Maple Road. 
About 4,800 feet upstream of Maple Road... 


About 1,300 feet upstream of Morgan Road.................... 


About 200 feet downstream of Raisinville Road............... 


About 300 feet upstream of ida-Maybee Road................ 
About 1,900 feet upstream of Detroit, Toledo and 
lronton Railroad. 


About 750 feet downstream of State Highway 9... 
About 0.79 mile upstream of State Highway 9... = 


Area near intersection of West Thorpe Avenue and 
South Jamison Drive. 
Area near intersection of East Thorpe Avenue and 
North 2nd Street East. 


About 2,600 feet downstream of confluence of Mill 


About 1,000 feet upstream of County Highway 2. 
Just upstream of County Highway 2 
Just downstream of Division Street... 


At downstream corporate limits 
Just upstream of old U.S. Highway 61 ... 


About 1,600 feet downstream of State Highway 248....... 
About 800 feet upstream of Township Road. 
About 150 feet upstream of Main Street... 
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Denton (town), Fergus County, FEMA-6157 .............00 


Maps available for inspection at Town Hall, 703 Lehman Street, Denton, Montana. 


seo} Intersection of Helena Street and Strouf Street.. 
..| Intersection of Ketchner Street and Main Street 





Lewiston (city), Fergus County, FEMA-6157 


.| Intersection of Creek and center of State Highway 238 


(First Street). 


.« Intersection of Seredy Street and Boyd Street... 
| intersection of Creek and center of 4th Avenue... 


Maps available for inspection at City Offices, Lewistown, Montana. 


Moore (town), Fergus County FEMA-6157 Moore West Channel... 


Moore East Channel 


Moore Northeast Channel...........0.:0 
Moore Southwest Channel..........s0000 


Maps available for inspection at Town Clerk's Office, Moore, Montana. 


BitterrO0t FIVET......0.ss0ersesesoeesvrererseennen 


Ravalli County (unincorporated areas), FEMA-6181 


Maps available for inspection at Sanitarian Office, Ravalli County Courthouse, Hamilton, Montana 


Sweet Grass County (unincorporated areas), FEMA- | Boulder River.......... 


6157, 
Middle Drainage........... 


Maps available for inspection at Cierk & Recorder's Office, Sweet Grass County Courthouse, Big Timber, Montana. 


Egg Harbor City, city, Atlantic County (Docket No. | Mullica Rivet.............-.ssvscvsssesee 
FEMA-6153). 


Union Oreek .......00.. 


Union Creek Tributary............ 


~| Intersection of Second Street East and First Avenue 


South. 


.| Intersection of channel and center of Fourth Street 


East. 
At the northern and eastern corporate limits...... 
At the southern and western corporate limits ... 


50 feet upstream from center of East Side Highway 

50 feet upstream from center of Burlington Northern 
Railroad. 

100 feet upstream from center of U.S. Highway 93 


.| 160 feet upstream from center of Old Boulder Bridge. 


100 feet upstream from center of U.S. Highway 10......... 


.| 100 feet upstream from center of interstate Highway 


90. 
100 feet upstream from center of interstate Highway 
90. 


.«-| Entire shoreline within corporate limits 
..| Approximately 2,860’ below confluence of Union Creek . 


Moss Mill Road (upstream side) 
Duerer Avenue (upstream side)... 
Upstream corporate limits. 
Confluence with Landing Creek 
Duerer Avenue (downstream side) . 
Upstream corporate limits 


.« Confluence with Union Creek. 


Upstream corporate limits 


Maps available for inspection at the Office of the City Clerk, City Hall, 500 London Avenue, Egg Harbor City, New Jersey. 


..| Entire shoreline within the corporate limits 
.«| Entire shoreline within the corporate limits... 
.| Entire shoreline within the corporate limits 


Maps available for inspection at the Elsinboro Township Municipal Building, Salem, New Jersey. 


.-| Fairview, borough, Bergen County (Docket No. | Wolf Creek .......cssssssssersvsssnosssnserversensees 


FEMA-6153). 
Maps available for inspection at the Municipal Building, 59 Anderson Avenue, Fairview, New Jersey. 


Franklin, township, Warren County (Docket No. | Musconetcong River 
FEMA-6197). 


"| Bloomsbury Road (upstream side) . 
Musconetcong 


Confluence with Bellmans Creek. 
Tidal Barrier (upstream side) 
Upstream corporate limits 


Downstream corporate limits 

Person Road (upstream side) 

Valley Station Road (upstream side).. 
Confluence of Sigler Brook . 

Main Street Dam (upstream 


Confluence with 
Bloomsbury Road (downstream side)... a 
Approximately 430 feet upstream of farm access road... 


.. Downstream corporate limits 


Maps available for inspection at the Franklin Municipal Building, Route 57, Broadway, New Jersey. 


Herleman Road (upstream side).. 
Willow Grove Road (upstream side! 
Conrail bridge (upstream side) 
Confluence of Montana Brook. 
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Greenwich, township, Warren County (Docket No. 
FEMA-6197): 


Netcong, 
6197). 


Maps available for inspection at the Borough Hall, 40 Main Street, Netcong, New Jersey. 
Rahway, city, Union County (Docket No. FEMA-6163)... 


| 


Van WINKIES BrOOK.......000..cvcssesseeseeeeeee 


Bryant Brook 


Bryant Brook Branch ..... 


Maps available for inspection at the Municipal Building, Mountain Avenue. Springfield, New Jersey. 
Ne@w MeXICO.........-neren--o--f City Of Roswell, Chaves County (FEMA-6181) 


....| Downstream corporate limits... 


Conrail (downstream side)... 
Upstream corporate limits... 


..| Downstream corporate limits... 


State Route 173 (downstream ) 
Interstate Route 78 (downstream side of downstream | 


crossing). 
Confluence of Merrill Creek. 
Upstream corporate limits... 


County Route 519 (upstream sans 
Upstream corporate limits. 


Downstream Corporate Wimits.-neeeencenecesesecneneeeeeee 
Approximately 800 feet upstream of downstream cor- 


Approximately 260 feet downstream of US. Route 206. 
Downstream U.S. Route 206... = 


Upstream Milton Lake Dam. 
Upstream corporate limits... 


Entire shoreline within corporate limits............ 


.| Entire shoreline within corporate limits... 


Confluence with Fenwick Creek .. 
Grant Street (upstream side) 


Downstream corporate limits. 


Upstream of U.S. Route 22 West. 
Upstream of confluence with Van Winkles Brook.. 


Approximately 240’ downstream of Mountain Avenue al 
Upstream of Salter Street 
Confluence of Bryant Brook 


Upstream of Private Drive .... 
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Source of flooding 


At the intersection of Sunset Avenue and McGaffey 
Street. 
Shaliow flooding areas (North | Just upstream of Garden Avenue....... 
Spring River). Just upstream of Virginia Avenue... 
Just upstream of Washington Avenue 
Just upstream of Montana Avenue a 
Just upstream of the confluence of Second Street 
tributary to North Spring River. 
Second Street tributary to North | Just downstream of Sycamore Avenue. 
Spring River. Just downstream of Second Street.... 
Just upstream of Second Street 


Maps available for inspection at City Hall, 425 North Richardson Street, Roswell New Mexico 88201. 


..| Cornwall-on-the-Hudson, village, Orange County | Hudson River... ..| Entire shoreline within the community 
(Docket No. FEMA-6153). Boulevard Creek... a i it 


Payson Road (upstream side) 
Approximately 1,660’ upstream of Payson Road. 
Moodna Creek Confluence with HUdSOM........:.:scssssessssesseessenssessnses 


Maps available for inspection at the Village Hall, Three Riverhead Avenue, Cornwall-on-the-Hudson, New York. 


Fayetteville, village, Onondaga County (Docket No. | Bishop Brook ..........::rstssersesrneseeenee DOWNStream Corporate limits. 
FEMA-6218). Upstream North Manlius Street 
Downstream Cashin Drive... 
Upstream Cashin Drive 
Downstream East Genesee Street.. 
Upstream East Genesee Street... 
Downstream Pine Ridge Road. 
Downstream Old Powder Mill Road 
Approximately 60’ downstream Salt Spring Road 
Downstream Salt Spring Road. 
LIMESTONE CHEEK ....c0.cs.cssveseerereeveeeeeeeef DOwNStream corporate limits 
Downstream Genesee Street 
Upstream Genesee Street... 
Upstream corporate limits...... 


Maps available for inspection at the Village Hall, 425 East Genesee Street, Fayetteville, New York. 


..| Gates, town, Monroe County (Docket No. FEMA- | Little Black Creek Downstream corporate limits 
6181). Upstream of State Route 204... 
Upstream corporate limits 
Long PONE CreOkK .........c0..sssesrecseeeseeeeee] DOWNStream Corporate limits... 
Confluence of Long Pond Creek tributary.. 
Upstream of Downview Avenue. 
Approximately 800’ downstream of Lyell Road. 
Upstream of Lyell. Road..... 
Long Pond Creek tributary................. Confluence with Long Pond 
Upstream of Conrail 
Upstream State Route 31. 
Lyell Road 
Buffalo Creek ........cccsecuee Approximately 2,400’ downstream of Buffalo Road.. 
Upstream of Buffalo Road.... 
Approximately 1,000’ upstrear 


Maps available for inspection at the Office of the Town Engineer, Town Hall, 1605 Buffalo Road, Gates, New York. 


Orangetown, town, Rockland County (Docket No. | Hudson River............... “2s ..| Entire shoreline within community... 
FEMA-6153). Pascack Brook.........-...s.--.-+ ..| Downstream corporate limits. 

Upstream West Washington Avenue .. 
Upstream corporate limits. 

Muddy Creek.........cccvcsvscseeseeesersersserseee COMPOrate limits 
Downstream Margaret Keahon Road... 
Upstream of private drive 

Na@uraushautt Brook .........c00cveseeeene] Confluence with Hackensack River. 
Upstream of private drive 
Downstream of Blauvelt Road .. 
Downstream of dam... 
Upstream of dam... 
Abandoned railroad 
Upstream of Town Line 

Sparkhill CrECK......000sccrsecseecssereeneeeeeens} COMPOrate limits 
Upstream of State Route 303... 
Upstream of Washington Street .. 
Upstream of Conrail 
Orangeburg Road... 
Downstream of Spruce Street, 
Upstream of Erie Street 


Maps available for inspection at the Department of Public Works, Route 303, Orangeburg, New York. 


| Schroeppel, town, Oswego County (Docket No. | Oneida RiVeP ......cesscsssssessseessseeseee] COMfueNCe with Seneca River and Oswego River 
FEMA-6197). Schroeppel Bridge .. 
Corporate limits... 
OSWEGO RIVEF ssvissersveceserssesverrersereeereveee| COMPOrate limits 
County Road 46.. 
Corporate limits (downstream) . 
Corporate limits (upstream) .. 
Confluence of Seneca and Oneida Rivers 
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Maps available for inspection at the Town Hall, 827 Main Street, Phoenix, New York. 


Tributary At Big Cre OK .oecccncscenen 


Tributary A-1 to Big Creek... 


Maps available for inspection at the Waterville Village Hall, Waterville, New York. 


«| City of Wilson, Wilson County (FEMA-6143)............-...0000 Tl Just upstream of U.S. 301 eee 
Just downstream of Corbett Avenue... 
At State Road 1327 (flooding effect in this area s 


North D Dakota. Kathryn (city), Barnes County FEMA-6157...................... 
Maps available for inspection at City Hall, Kathryn, North Dakota. 


Mayville (city), Trail! County FEMA-6157 .... 
Maps available for inspection at Mayville City Hall, 21 1st Street, N.E., "Mayvile, North Dakota. 


Portland (city), Traili County FEMA6187 0... cccsessed iver ....... .| Intersection of 1st Street and Jahr Street... 
“i .| The area northwest of the intersection of 3rd Street 


~ 


About 0.46 mie downstream of Locke Drive... 
Just downstream of Fairfield Road ... a 


Maps available for inspection at the Planning Administrator's Office, City Hall, 1599 North Central Drive, Beavercreek, Ohio. 
(V) Cygnet, Wood County (Docket No. FEMA-6197)..... 
Maps available for inspection at the Town Hall, East Front Street, Cygnet, Ohio. 


«4 (Uninc) Knox County (Docket No. FEMA-618') ............. ssummeneersernsnseseneeeeel ADOUL 0.55 mile downstream of State Route 541.......... 
About 0.41 mile upstream of State Route $41.............. 
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FINAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued 


City/town/county (Docket"No.) Source of flooding 


Location 


..| Just downstream of Columbus Road... 


COleMAN BrANch.......cccnssserseresseenssveenees 


SoONOMNCK CROCK —.2.accccreerassseessesensosennsces 


Just downstream of U.S. Route 36 


Just downstream of Dunham Road. 

About 0.55 mile upstream of Dunham Road. 
Just upstream of Chessie System... 

At confluence of Dry Run 

Just upstream of Thayer Road... 

Just upstream of County Road 122.... 

Just downstream of Simmons Church Road . 
About 200 feet downstream of U.S. Route 36... 


Just downstream of U.S. Route 36. 
Just upstream of U.S. Route 36... 
Just upstream of Proper Road 

Just upstream of State Route 3 .. 
Just downstream of County Road 


..| At downstream county boundary 


Kokosing Fiver (landward of 
Levee). 


North Branch Kokosing River............ 


About 800 feet upstream of County Road 35... 
About 500 feet downstream of State Route 229.. 
Just downstream of Laymon Road 

About 2.1 miles upstream of Laymon Road .. 


Just upstream of Green Valley Road.. 

Just downstream of Sparta Road... 

At upstream county boundary 

About 1.26 miles downstream of West High Street. 


Just downstream of West High Street.... 

At confluence with Kokosing River 

Just upstream of State Route 13 (downstream cross- 
ing). 

Just upstream of Hyatt Road... 

Just upstream of Upper Frederic! 

About 0.4 mile downstream of State Route 95 

Just downstream of State Route 13 (upstream cross- 


ing). 
About 0.2 mile upstream of Overly Road... a 


"| About 1,000 feet upstream of U.S. Route 36.... 
Maps available for inspection at the County Planning Director's Office, Knox County Memorial Building, 110 East High Street, Mt. Vernon, Ohio. 


Levee). 


Kokosing Fiver (Riverward of 
Levee). 


Maps available for inspection at the City Engineer's Office, City Hall, 40 Public Square, Mt. Vernon, Ohio. 


Maps available for inspection at the residence of the Township Secretary, Mr. T. W. Erdley, Paxtonville, Pennsylvania. 


About 0.23 mile downstream of Conrail ...... 

About 0.38 mile downstream of West High _ 
About 0.58 mile upstream of West High Sireet.......... 
Just downstream of confluence of Delano Aun................ 


Just upstream of Chessie System 
About 0.57 mile upstream of West High Street. 
At mouth at Kokosing River 


Just upstream of East High Street... 
About 0.3 mile upstream of Beeoh Street.. 


About 0.27 mile downstream of Chessie System............. 
About 0.53 mile upstream of Bridge Street. 


At confluence with Portage River 
About 0.3 mile upstream of Conrail (abandoned) 


Approximately 720’ downstream of the downstream 
Corporate Limits of Frankling Township and Borough 
of 


Middleburg. 
Upstream Corporate Limits of Franklin Township and 


Approximately 180° downstream of Township Route 
690. 
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Finat Base (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEvaTions—Continued 


City/town/county (Docket No.) 





Hickory, “Township, Lawrence “County (Docket No. | Neshannock Creek.............0csrer-nesves 
FEMA-6146) 


I Bieictectcncsrerscen ti 
Approximately 4,760’ upstream of Harlansburg Road. 
Maps available for inspection at the residence of the Township Secretary, Mr. John P. McCreary, A.D. 5, New Castie, Pennsylvania. 


(Docket No. FEMA-6153). 


"| Approximately 900’ upstream of Sth Private Road... 
Approximately non 4. pleat mathe 
corporate 0 a 


Approximately 1. 77 miles upstream of corporate limits... 

Approximately 2.52 miles upstream of corporate 

Approximately 3.58 miles upstream of corporate Smits... 

Confluence of Little Bear Creche eenennnenmeennennenem 

Approximately 1.38 miles upstream of Bar Bottom 
Hollow. 

Approximately 2.83 miles upstream of Bar Bottom 
Hollow. 


Legislative Route 41105 (upstream ..... 

Confluence of Piunketts Creek ... 

Approximately 0.7 mile upstream of confluence of 
Plunketts Creek. 


Maps available for inspection at the Township mk Plunketts Creek, ee 





... Wemersville, Borough, Berks County (Docket No. [ova Cree 
FEMA-6181) | 


Maps available for inspection at the Borough Hall, Wernersville, Pennsylvania. 


FEMA-6196) 
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FINAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued 


Crookfalll BrOOK .........cc0.ss-cessessesicseeevees 


Maps available for inspection at the Municipal Offices, 100 Olid River Road, Lincoln, Rhode Island. 


Brushy Creek 


Footbridge approximately 2,875’ upstream of Break- 
neck Hill Road (upstream side). 

Sherman Avenue (upstream side)... 

State Route 246 (upstream side) 

Confluence with Blackstone River.. 

Dam (approximately 515’ upstream 
upstream side. 

Syles Hill Road (upstream side) 

Approximately 625’ upstream of Old Great Road... 


10 feet downstream of the intersection of Peamen | 
Road and Brushy Creek. 

30 feet upstream of the intersection of South Carolina 
Highway 134 (Crestview Road) and Middle Branch. 





6154). 

Maps available for inspection at Fairfield County Council’s Office, County Courthouse, Winnsboro, South Carolina 29180. 
..| Pickens County (Unincorporated Areas) (FEMA-6157)...| Town Creek............-eccsessesenseersersees 

Twelvemile Creek ......cccsccsssssssecersesienees 


| APproximatey 269 feet upstream trom the County 


a 


Boundary. 


..| 20 feet upstream from the intersection of South Caroli- 


na Highway 23 (Reece Mil! Road) and Town Creek. 

Intersection of South Carolina Highway 183 (Walhalla 
Highway) and Twelvemile Creek. 

intersection of Tater Hili Mountain Road and Twelve- 
mile Creek. 

Intersection of South Carolina Highway 122 (Mauldin 
Lake Road) and Wolf Creek. 


..| 40 feet downstream from the intersection of South 


Carolina Highway 133 (Turtle Hole Road) and 
Middle Branch. 


| 100 feet upstream from the intersection of Pearson 


Maps. available for inspection at Planning Department, Pickens County Courthouse, Pickens, South Carolina. 
..| City of Bristol, Sullivan County (FEMA-5738) GEE CIGOU ssisincaticiciincniicictecesonenat ad 


Little Creek (Backwater from 
Beaver Creek). 


Simiting Creek.............-cssscecoreersssosscneceves 


Road and Brushy Creek. 


Just upstream of Vance Drive. 
Just upstream of Cox Street... 
Just upstream of Anderson Street 
Just upstream of Broad Street. 


Just upstream of Glenwood Road.. 

Just downstream of Weaver Pike. 

Just upstream of Weaver Pike 

Just upstream of Virginia Avenue. i 

Approximately 80 feet upstream of Old Jonesboro 
Road. 

Just upstream of King College Road 

Just downstream of Middlebrook Dam and Road. 

Just upstream of Middlebrook Dam and Road 


Maps available for inspection # Office of Planning and Community Development, Bristol Courthouse Annex, 8th and Broad Street, Bristol, Tennessee 37620. 


..| Mustang Bayou... 
Shallow Flooding (Sheet Flow) 


swssnerueseneeeemees} City Of Alvin, Brazoria County (FEMA-6141).... 


Maps available for inspection at City Secretary's Office, City Hall, 216 West Sealy Street, Alvin, Texas 77511. 


Just upstream of South Street. 

Just upstream of Second Street... 

At the intersection of Friendswood Road and Derrant 
Road. 

Southwest of the intersection of State Highway 6 and 
2nd Street. 

At the intersection of Verhalen Road and Stansel 
Orive 


On the right side, along County Read 2403, approx- 
mately 1 mile south of the intersection of State 
Highway 35 and County Road 2403. 





City of Amarillo, Potter and Randall Counties (FEMA- | West Amarillo Creek ..........0:.<.cceseseseee 


6152). 


Playa Lake #5... 

Playa Lake #6... 

Playa Lake #13. 

Playa Lake #14. 

Playa Lake #15..... 

Playa Lake #16 (South Washing- 
ton). 

Playa Lake #17 (Bennett) 

Playa Lake #19 (Santa Fe). 

Playa Lake #20 (Gooch) 

Playa Lake #21 (Tee-Anchor). 

Playa Lake #22 

Playa Lake #23 (Wild Horse).. 


Playa Lake #26 


Just downstream of West 9th Avenue..... 


Just upstream of Cliffside Avenue....... 


3 Entire Shoreline... 
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FINAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEvATIONS—Continued 


City/town/county (Docket No.) 








Elm Fork of Trinity River Just downstream of State Highway 482... 
Just downstream of Belt Line Road (State Highway 


Bear Creek... 


Approximately 300 feet downstream of Belt Line Road .. 
Just upstream of Tenmille Road 2... neennnennnensnenene 
Approximately 250 feet downstream of Belt Line Road .. 
Stream 3A13 i 
Cottonwood Creek of Tenmile 
Creek. 
IT sais insitsicnsieesinienninssptentannic 


Z Apprnmaty 20 fee dwnea ot Wow rove 
coed jan equtcern df Langien Ofer. sasensensense 


Weber County (Unincorporated Areas), FEMA-6153....... 


..| 75 feet upstream of the Ogden-Brigham Aqueduct 
crossing. 
..| 40 feet upstream from center of Fruitland Drive....... 
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Maps available for inspection at Planning ee Ben Lomond Hotel, 2nd Floor, Ogden, Utah. 


Maps available for inspection at the Richmond Village Clerk's Office, iage Hall, Box 285, ene Vermont. 
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FinAL BASE ea raeet F FLoop ELEVATIONS—Continued 


myocs 
+ | #Depth in 
| feet above 
. round. 
Location *Elevation 


in feet 
(NGVD) 


— ee 


City/town/county (Docket No.) 


75 feet upstream from center of 1900 West et *4,252 
(State Highway 84). 


i ~ E a ee 
Richmond Village, Chittenden County (Docket No. T winooski River | Downstream corporate limits. 
| FEMA-6154). | Upstream corporate limits. 


Wolcott, Town, Lamoilie County (Docket No. FEMA- | i i Downstream corporate limits. 
6080). | 200’ downstream of Town Highway 38 .. aia 
350’ upstream of Lamoilie Valley Rail (second 
most downstream crossing). 
| 125° upstream of School Street (Town Highway 3) 
575° upstream of State Route 15 (Downstream cross- 
| ing) 
| 1,270’ downstream of Pottersville Dam.. 
420’ downstream of Pottersville Dam.. 
50’ downstream of Pottersville Dam 
| Upstream of Pottersville Dam a 
| 400’ downstream of State Route 15 (Upstream cross- 
| _ ing). 
| Upstream corporate limits 
TS BN ei ccaincccsseceente .| Confluence with Lamoille River .... 
80’ downstream of Town Highway 2. 
2,125’ downstream of Town Highway 15 
90’ downstream of Town Highway 15 . 
2,075’ upstream of Town Highway 15 
| 1,450’ upstream of Private Drive (downstream cross- 
| _ ing). 
| 2,330° downstream of Town Highway 13... 
| 70’ downstream of Town Highway 13. 
| 600’ upstream of Town Highway 13.... 
| 3,250’ upstream of Town Highway 13. 
| 4,870’ upstream of Town Highway 13. 
| 7,220’ upstream of Town Highway 13. 7 
| 3,500’ downstream of Private Drive (Upstream cross- 
| ing). 
| 2, 550’ downstream of Private Drive (Upstream cross- 











ing). 

| 1,200’ downstream of Private Drive (Upstream cross- 
ing). 

| Upstream Corporate Wits ...........ccceccseseseseseeecseseeecenerseseeeeel 





Maps available for inspection at the Town Clerk's Office, Wolcott, Vermont. 


Maps available for inspection at Engineering Dept., P.O. Box 110; Prosser, Washington. ° 


Benton County (Unincorporated Areas) (FEMA-6157)....; Yakima River.......................... ...... 50 feet upstream from center of 8th Street 

| 200 feet north from intersection of Ward Gap and 
| Byron Roads. 

Yakima ee Overbank | At intersection of Ranch Road and North 48th Avenue.. 
Zintel Canyon... ssstsseseseeseese| 390 feet west from intersection of South Buntin Street 
| and West 19th Avenue. 

Kennewick Sump Shallow Flooding..’ At intersection of East 19th Avenue and Oak Street 


= a 

Clark County (Unincorporated Areas) FEMA-6157 i -) End of Image Road, 300 feet south of its intersection 
with Burlington Northern Railroad. 

...| Intersection of County Highways 16 and 38 

.| Intersection of river and center of Northeast Timmen 

Road (County Highway 21). 

intersection of river and center of Northeast Lewisville 
Road (State Highway 503). 

100 feet upstream from center of State Highway 501 

100 feet upstream from center of Northwest 54th 
Avenue. 

75 feet upstream from center of Northeast Highway 99 . 

50 feet upstream from center of Northeast Caples 
Road (State Highway 503). 

| 100 feet upstream from center of Northeast 199th 

Street. 

..| 100 feet upstream of center of Northeast 199th Street .. 

..| 50 feet upstream from center of Alki Road... 7 

50 feet upstream from center of Oak Drive. 

.| 50 feet upstream from center of State Highway 


.| Intersection of 3rd Street and Benjamin Street 
intersection of Forest Avenue and Washington Avenue.. 


.| At the center of State Highway 544 crossing of 
Nooksack River. 
| At the intersection of Washington Street and East 
Second Street. 





Maps available for inspection at City Hall, 111 West Main Street, Everson, Washington. 
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FINAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued 


City/town/county (Docket No.) 


Jefferson County (Unincorporated areas), FEMA-6157.. 


(Uninc.) Fond du Lac County (Docket No. FEMA- 


6073). 


Source of flooding 


Duckabush River 
Dosewallips River 


Marple Creek 


Big Quilcene River (Left Overbank).. 


Big Quilcene River (Upstream 
Reach). 
Little Quilcene River 


Salmon Creek 
Snow Creek... 


Chimacum Creek 


Port Townsend Creek 


Hood Canai at the Mouth of Duck- 
abush River. 

Quilcene Bay at Quilcene 

Port ‘Discovery Bay at the Mouth 
of Salmon Creek. 

Port Discovery Bay at Beckett 
Point. 


Strait of Juan de Fuca at Protec- 
tion Island. 

Hood Canal at Mouth of Dosewal- 
lips River. 

Port Ludiow Bay... a 

Port Townsend Bay at ‘Hadlock .. 


Maps available for inspection at Planning Department, Jefferson County Courthouse, Port Townsend, Washington. 


1,600 feet upstream of the intersection of U.S. High- 


way 101 (Olympic Highway) and Duckabush River. 

10 feet upstream of the intersection of U.S. Highway 
101 (Olympic Highway) and Dosewallips River. 

20 feet upstream of the intersection of Camp Parsons 
Road and Marple Creek. 

300 feet north of bridge over Big Quilcene River along 
Chimacum Road. 

Intersection of U.S. Highway 101 (Olympia Highway) 
and Big Quilcene River. 

100 feet upstream of intersection of Chimacum-Quil- 
cene Road and Little Quilcene River. 


.-| Intersection of West Uncas Road and Saimon Creek. 
.| 100 feet upstream from the confluence with Saimon 


Creek. 

100 feet upstream of the intersection of Chimacum- 
Hadlock Road and Chimacum Creek. 

50 feet upstream of the intersection of Discovery 
Road (Downstream Crossing) and Port Townsend 
Creek. 

Intersection of U.S. Highway 101 (Olympic Highway) 
and Duckabush River. 

At mouth of Big Quilcene River 

intersection of U.S. Highway 101 (Olympic Highway) 
and Salmon Creek. 

South side of Beckett Point Road, 0.7 mile northwest 
along Beckett Point Road from its intersection with 
Chevy Chase to Cape George Road. 

East side of gravel road, 600 feet south of the 
entrance to parking lot on Protection Isiand. 

At the mouth of Dosewallips River... 


..| At the northern end of Swanson Road 


At the southern end of Lower Hadiock Road... 


Intersection of Burlington Northern Railroad and west- 
ern corporate limits. 

Approximately 300 feet east of intersection of Myers 
Avenue and Third Street. 


At Gordon Point... a 
——- shoreline north ‘and ‘west “of “Chambers ‘Creek 





South Branch Rock River 


West Branch Rock Rivet............0.... 


West Branch Fond du Lac River 


East Branch Fond du Lac River....... 


West Fork Clamsheil Creek............... 


Just upstream of county boundary (at Dead End Road) . 


Just upstream of U.S. Highway 23... ial 

About 0.35 mile upstream of County, Highway ‘NN: fat 
Ripon corporate limits). 

Just upstream of Douglas Street (at Ripon Corporate 
limits). 

Just downstream of Willow Road... hs 

At confluence with West Branch Rock ‘River. ed 

About 0.25 mile upstream of U.S. Highway 151 (near 
Waupun corporate limits). 

About 440 feet downstream of County Highway MMM.... 

Just upstream of county boundary (at State Highway 
49). 

Just upstream of County Highway D. 

About 2.5 miles upstream of County Highway D .. ol 

About 0.75 mile downstream of U.S. Highway 4 (at 
Fond du Lac corporate limits). 

Just upstream of U.S. Highway 41 West Frontage 
Road. 

Just upstream of Esterbrook Road 

Just upstream of Townline Road 

Just downstream of State Highway 23. 

About 0.7 mile downstream of County Highway KKK 

About 1.1 miles upstream of County Highway KKK 

About 0.8 mile downstream of U.S. Highway 41 (at 
Fond du Lac corporate limits). 

Just upstream of Soo Line Railroad.. 

Just upstream of River Road 

About 1.2 miles upstream of County Highway D... 

At confluence with East Branch Fond du Lac River . 

Just upstream of County Highway FFF 

Just upstream of County Highway B. 

Just upstream of Lincoin Road. 

About 0.96 mile upstream of Lincoln Road . 
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FINAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued 


City/town/county (Docket No.) 


About 0.6 mile upstream of mouth... 

Just upstream of U.S. Highway 45... 

About 0.85 mile upstream of U.S. Highway 

Just upstream of U.S. Highway 45 

Just upstream of Minnesota Avenue 

Just upstream of State Highway 175... 

About 1.0 mile upstream of State Highway 175 (ust 
downstream of Melody Lane). | 

Just upstream of U.S. Highay 45... ‘| 

About 0.25 mile upstream of US. “Highway “45 “(at 
North Fond du Lac corporate limits). 

At western North Fond du Lac corporate limits................. 

About 150 feet upstream of U.S. Highway 41 East | 
Frontage Road. 

At North Fond du Lac corporate limits... 

Just downstream of Chicago and North | Western rail. | 
road (at Fond du Lac corporate limits). 

About 0.15 mile upstream of U.S. Highway 151. 

At confluence of Taycheedah Creek ... 

Just upstream of State Highway 23... 

Just upstream of County Highway K. 

Just upstream of Grandview Road 

Just upstream of County Highway UU. 

Just upstream of second crossing of Artesian Road ....... 

About 3 miles es of County Highway UU (at Oid 


Milwaukee River 


Just downstream of County Highway Y crossing (at 
Campbellsport corporate limits). 
About 1.4 miles upstream of the upstream Campbell- 
sport corporate limits. 
West Branch Milwaukee River Downstream county boundary.... al 
Just upstream of Chicago and North ‘Western railroad. 
Just downstream of Schrauths Mill Dam.. 
Just upstream of Schrauths Mili Dam 
Just downstream of Town Road 
East Branch Milwaukee River.. dust upstream of County Highway F . 
Just downstream of Long Lake Dam 
Just upstream of Long Lake Dam. 
At eastern county boundary 
Shoreline 


Maps available for inspection at the County Zoning Administrator's Office, Fond du 


(V) Greendale, Milwaukee County (Docket No. FEMA- i About 0.52 mile downstream of Loomis Road... 
6197). Just upstream of Root River Parkway 
Just downstream of Forest Home Avenue... 
About 900 feet downstream of Ramsey Avenue 


About 1,900 feet upstream of Ramsey Avenue . 
..| At confluence with Root River.... 

Just upstream of Root River Drive. 

Just upstream of Eastway (upstream crossing) 

About 0.43 mile upstream of South 51st Street.. 
..| At confluence with Root River 

About 250 feet upstream of Parkway Drive 

About 0.40 mile upstream of Parkway Drive. 

At confluence with Root River 

About 900 feet upstream of Parkway Drive . 

About 0.41 mile upstream of Parkway Drive. 

At confluence with Root River... 

Just upstream of Edgerton Avenue. 

About 1,700 feet upstream of Edgerton Avenue. 
..| At confluence with Dale Creek... 

Just upstream of Loomis Road... 

About 0.46 mile upstream of Loomis Road . 

Just downstream of West Grange Avenue .. 

At confluence with Root River 

About 300 feet downstream of Schoolway .. = 

About 400 feet downstream of West Grange Avenue ..... 

Just downstream of Mansfield Drive 

At confluence with Tess Corners Creek 

Just upstream of Root River Parkway ... 

Just downstream of South 92nd Street. 

At confluence with Root River 

Just downstream of South 92nd Street. 





t About 2.59 miles downstream of the confluence with 
FEMA-6181). Wingate Creek. 
At the confluence of Wingate Creek 
About 5,500 feet downstream of Woolen Mill Dam 
Just downstream of Woolen Mill Dam 
Just upstream of Woolen Mili Dam 
About 100 feet upstream of Indiana Avenue 
Just downstream of Island Avenue 
About 150 feet downstream of State Highway 33.... 
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Finat BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued 


City/town/county (Docket No.) 


|S cpaiamahaes oa 


3 
.2 mile upstream of the confluence of Silver 


| Just downstream of University Drive... 
| Just downstream of Pick Dam 

Just upstream of Pick Dam... 

At the upstream corporate li 


Washington Creek .......cceceecsseeeecreneneeee 


At the downstream corporate limit .. 


Just downstream of West Washington Street ... 


Wingate Creek 


Just upsteam of Trenton Road 


At the upstream corporate limits ..... 


Just upstream of Silverbrook Drive . 
Just upstream of Fifteenth Avenue . 
Just upstream of Eighteenth Avenue 
At the upstream corporate limits ...... 


Maps available for inspection at the City Engineer's Office, City Hall, 100 North Sixth Avenue, West Bend, Wisconsin. 





(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 17804, 
November 28, 1968), as amended; 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128; Executive Order 12127, 44 FR 19367; and delegation of authority to the Associate 


Director) 
Issued: March 11, 1982. 
Lee M. Thomas, 


Associate Director, State and Local Programs and Support. 


[FR Doc. 82-7812 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6718-03-M 


44 CFR Part 67 


Final Flood Elevation Determinations; 
California, et al. 


AGENCY: Federal Emergency 
Management Agency. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: Final base (100-year) flood 
elevations are listed below for selected 
locations in the nation. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain 
management measures that the 
community is required to either adopt or 
show evidence of being already in effect 
in order to qualify or remain qualified 
for participation in the National Flood 
Insurance Program (NFIP). 


EFFECTIVE DATE: The date of issuance of 
the Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) 
showing base (100-year) flood 
elevations, for the community. This date 
may be obtained by contacting the office 


where the maps are available for 
inspection indicated on the table below. 


ADDRESSES: See table below. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Robert G. Chappell, P.E., Federal 
Emergency Management Agency, 
National Flood Insurance Program, (202) 
287-0230, Washington, D.C. 20472. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Federal Emergency Agency gives notice 
ef the final determinations of flood 
elevations for each community listed. 
This final rule is issued in accordance 
with Section 110 of the Flood Disaster 
Protection Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968 (Pub. L. 90-448)), 42 U.S.C. 4001- 
4128, and 44 CFR Part 67. An 
opportunity for the community or 
individuals to appeal this determination 
to or through the community for a period 
of ninety (90) days has been provided, 
and the Agency has resolved the 
appeals presented by the community. 


The Agency has developed criteria for 
flood plain management in flood-prone 
areas in accordance with 44 CFR Part 
60. 
Pursuant to the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 
605(b), the Associate Director, to whom 
authority has been delegated by the 
Director, Federal Emergency 
Management Agency, hereby certifies 
that the final flood elevation 
determinations, if promulgated, will not 
have a significant economic impact on a 
sustantial number of small entities. A 
flood elevation determination under 
section 1363 forms the basis for new 
local ordinances, which, if adopted by a 
local community, will govern future 
construction within the flood plain area. 
The elevation determinations, however, 
impose no restriction unless and until 
the local community voluntarily adopts 
flood plain ordinances in accord with 
these elevations. Even if ordinances are © 
adopted in compliance with Federal 
standards, the elevations prescribe how 
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action only forms the basis for future 
local actions. It imposes no new 


high to build in the flood plain and do 
not proscribe development. Thus, this 


The final base (100-year) flood elevations for selected locations are: 
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requirement; of itself it has no economic 
impact. 


Fina BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS 


| 


City/town/county Source of Flooding 


..| San Jose (city), Santa Clara County (FEMA-5911) .. 


Calabazas Creek 
Canoas Creek . 
Coyote Creek 


Alamitos Creek 0... a 


Fisher Creek. 


Fisher Creek Overbank 


Guadalupe River...... 
Los Gatos Creek... 





Upper Penitencia Creek 


Ross Creek 
San Francisco Bay. 


Thompson Creek... 
Shatiow Flooding... 


Maps available for pane at nomay senate 801 N. ist. San Jose, peeve 


OO a acicccctecseetnseceni! 


Neves County (Docket No. | FEMA-5853).. 


Location 


100 feet west of intersection of Mt. Carmel Drive and 
Camden Avenue. 

intersection of Winterset Way and Mt. Carmel Drive 

Approximately 500 feet northeast of intersection of 
Borgwood Court and Portswood Circle. 

Approximately 100 feet downstream from center of 
Harry Road. 

Approximately 250 feet north of intersection of Mt. 
Wilson and Mt. Stanley. Drives. 


.| intersection of Cropley and Morrill Avenues........... 

.| 100 feet upstream from center of Rainbow Drive. 

.| Intersection of Nightingale and Hummingbird Drives. 

..| 200 feet downstream from center of U.S. Highway 101.. 


500 feet south of intersection of Ford and Silver Leaf 
Roads. 

At confluence with Fisher Creek ... 

100 feet west of intersection of 
vard and Bailey Avenue. 

100 feet upstream from center of Fisher Road 


.| intersection of Auzerais Street and Vine Avenue .. h 
..| 300 feet southwest along West Santa Ciara Street 


from its intersection with North River Street. 
intersection of Helmsley and Wilsham Drives... 
100 feet upstream from center of Noble Avenue 


«a Intersection of Cherry Avenue and Cherry Court... 
.| Intersection of Michigan Avenue and Archer Stree! 


Intersection of McKee Road and North 3rd Street........... 

100 feet south of intersection of Cunningham Avenue 
and White Road. 

Intersection of Fairfax Avenue and Scottsdale Drive 


TS0n test southeast from intersection of Rogers 


Avenue and Brokaw Road. 
intersection of Zonker Road and Component Drive 
intersection of Las Plumas Avenue and Lenfest Road... 
100 feet north from intersection of King Road and 
Dobbin Drive. 
intersection of Sinclar Freeway and McKee Road........... 
Intersection of Monterey Highway and East Alma 
Avenue. 
intersection of Battaglia Circle and Old Ridge Place ....... 
intersection of White Road and Tully Road 


Approximately 1,850’ downstream of Queen Kaahw- 


manu Highway. 

Approximately 1,350° downstream of Queen Kaahu- 
manu Highway. 

Approximately 900’ downstream of Queen Kaahumanu 
Highway. 


..| Approximately 1,980° downstream of Queen Kaahu- 


manu Highway. 
Approximately 325’ downstream of Queen Kaahumanu 
Highway. 


.| Approximately 14,180’ downstream of Mamalahoa 


Highway. 

Approximately 12,600’ downstream of Mamalahoa 
Highway 

Approximately 40,700’ downstream of Mamalahoa 


Highway. 
Approximately 8,400’ downstream of Mamalahoa High- 
way. 
Halealii Street (Upstream Side) ...........-ceesssesncrsesssessenenerened 
Approximately 3,000’ downstream of Mamalahoa High- 
way. 
Mamalahoa Highway (upstream Side) ...........sscssrecessees 
Approximately 1,200° upstream of Mamalahoa Highway . 
Approximately 1,900’ upstream of Mamalahoa Highway . 
Approximately 2,400’ upstream of Mamalahoa Highway 
Approximately 2,850’ upstream of Mamalahoa Highway 
Approximately 3,200’ upstream of Mamalahoa Highway . 
Approximately 3,800’ upstream of Mamalahoa Highway 
Approximately 4,200’ upstream of Mamalahoa Highway . 
Approximately 4,650° upstream of Mamalahoa Highway || 
Approximately 5,100’ upstream of Mamalahoa Highway 
ony 500° upstream of confluence with Waia- 
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FINAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEvATIONS—Continued 


Upstream side of Puako Road 
Approximately 965’ upstream of Puako Road... 7 
Ninole Gulch ..............sscsssseessseeseeeeeee] Approximately 410’ upstream of confluence Ninole 
Cove. 
Approximately 1,400’ upstream of confluence with 
Ninole Cove. 
Approximately 2,340’ upstream of confluence with 
Ninole Cove. 
Alenaio Stream Approximately 50’ downstream of Kilauea Avenue.. 
At Ululani Street 
Approximately 1,000’ upstream of Kapiolani Street. 
Approximately 2,100’ upstream of Kapiolani Street q 
Approximately 1,100’ downstream of Komohana Street. 
Approximately 500’ downstream of Komohana Street 
Komohana Street (upstream side) 
Approximately 425’ upstream of Komohana Street . 
Wakiakea Stream Kilauea Avenue (upstream side) J 
Approximately 70’ upstream of Kinoole Street-Mohouli 
Street Intersection. 
Approximately 750’ downstream of West Lanikaula 
Street. 
Approximately 50’ upstream of West Lanikaula Street .... 
Approximately 250’ upstream of West Lanikaula Street .. 
Approximately 1,750’ upstream of West Lanikaula 
Street. 
Kamakoa Guich Approximately 4,100’ downstream of Queen Kaahu- 
manu Highway. 
Approximately 1,850’ downstream of Queen Kaahu- 
manu b 
Approximately 700’ downstream of Queen Kaahumanu 
Highway. 
Pacific Ocean (Tsunami) Confluence with Kapole Gulch... 
Confluence with Kapae Guich... 
Confluence with Honokoa Guich .. 
Confluence with Waiulaula Gulch . 
Confluence with Guich 2—Hapuna . 
Confluence with Guich 3—Hapuna . 


Kahoiawa Point. 
Kikaua Point... 


Kukailmoku Point... 
Confluence with Waiaha Springs... 
Kamoa Point 
Kaukalaelae Point 
Kualanui Point... 
Keawekaheka Point 
Palemano Point.... 
Puuhonua Point. 
Palianihi Point 
Kauluoa Point 
Kamilo Point... 
Kahilipali Point 


Hakuma Point 
Kapoho Point. 
Confluence of 





Confluence of Honopue Stream 
Confluence of Halelua Guich..... 
Confluence of Waipiele Gulch... 


Maps available for inspection at the Hawaii County Department of Public Works, Hilo, Hawaii. 





(C), Stockton, Winona County (Docket No. FEMA- | Garvin Brook Just upstream of Chicago and North Western railroad 
6122). (near Broadway Street. 

Just upstream of Stockton Dam... 
About 0.57 mile upstream of F Street . 

West Tributary. Just upstream of U.S. Highway 14 
About 0.43 mile upstream of U.S. Highway 14 . 
At upstream corporate limits 

East Tributary About 350 feet downstream of City Road J 
About 100 feet downstream of agricultural dam No. 1.... 
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Finat Base (100-YEaR) FLoop ELevations—Continued 


City/town/county 


Source of Flooding 


Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, P.O. Box 238, Stockton, Minnesota. 


, (FEMA-5769} 


City of Hattiesburg, Forrest and Lamar Counties | Leaf River 


| 


Bowie Cre@k........eencceccsecsesesererssesnenene 


GOrdons Creek ...........scecsecsesseernessneennel 
| 


Maps available for inspection at City Halil, Front and Forrest Streets, Hattiesburg, Mississippi 39401 








_|(¥), Elm Grove, Waukesha County (Docket No. 


FEMA-6005) 


Urnderwood Creek.......0.....cccccessseeeenensees | 





#Depth in . 
feet above 
round. 
*Elevation 
in feet 
(NGVD) 


Location 


Just upstream of agricultural dam No. 1.. - 
About 70 feet upstream of agricultural dam ‘No. 2. 


T sust upstream of bridge connecting East Hardy Street 
and Main Street and Petal City. 

Approximately 150 feet upstream of Southern Railroad... 

Approximately 150 feet upstream of Glendale Road ....... 

Just downstream of Interstate Highway 50 aon 

Just upstream of Pine Street 

Just upstream of Mamie Street. 

Just upstream of 28th Avenue 


Ouensieen corporate limit... od 

Just upstream of first private ‘bridge below ‘confluence 
with unnamed tributary to Underwood Creek. 

About 425 feet downstream of Chicago, Milwaukee, 
St. Paul and Pacific Railroad and sutheast of Wall 
Street. 

Just upstream of Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and 
Pacific Railroad southeast of Wall Street. 

Just downstream of Wall Street. 

Just upstream of shopping center exit road .. ol 

Just upstream of Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and 
Pacific Railroad north of Watertown Piank Road. 

Just downstream of Marcella Street.... 

Upstream corporate limit... 


Maps available for inspection at the Office of the Village Manager, Village Hall, 13600 Juneau Boulevard, Elm Grove, Wisconsin. 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 {Title XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 17804, 
November 28, 1968), as amended; 42 U.S.C 4001-4128; Executive Order 12127, 44 FR 19367; and delegation of authority to the Associate 


Director) 
Issued: March 11, 1982. 
Lee M. Thomas, 


Associate Director, State and Local Programs and Suppoit. 


{FR Doc. 82-7813 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6718-03-M 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


49 CFR Part 1136 


{Ex Parte No. MC-122 (Sub-No. 1)] 


implementation of intercorporate 
Hauling Reform Legislation; Correction 


AGENCY: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 
ACTION: Final rule; correction. 


SummanRyY: At 45 FR 86761, December 31, 


1980, the Commission published rules 
which allow related but separately 
incorporated members of the same 
corporate family to provide 
transportation service to each other 
without obtaining a license from the 
Commission, subject to certain 
conditions and limitations. One 
inadvertant error and one term which 
has caused confusion appeared in the 
text of the rules in that notice. This 
notice corrects those problems. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Kathleen King, (202) 275-0956. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: At 45 FR 
86765, in paragraph (d) of § 1136.4, the 
following corrections are made: 

(1) Remove the phrase “name changes 
by a parent or subsidiary” which 
follows “Such actions include, but are 
not limited to:” in the second sentence. 


(2) Change the word “supplemental” 
in the third sentence to read “updated.” 


Agatha L. Mergenovich, 
Secretary. 


[FR Doc. 82-8123 Filed 3-25-82; 6:45 am] 


BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 





Proposed Rules 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains notices to the public of the 
proposed issuance of rules and 
regulations. The purpose of these notices 
is to give interested persons an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
making prior to the adoption of the final 
rules. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Food and Nutrition Service 


7 CFR Part 277 
[Amdt No. 210] > 


Food Stamp Program: Payment of 
Certain Administrative Costs of State 
Agencies 

AGENCY: Food and Nutrition Service, 
USDA. . 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This proposed rule limits the 


period that a State agency may 
retroactively claim 75 percent funding of 
administrative costs for Food Stamp 
Program investigations, prosecutions, 
and fraud hearings. Current rules under 
the Food Stamp Act of 1977 authorize 
the reimbursement at 75 percent of all 
allowable costs of these functions 
retroactively to October 1, 1978. The 
intended effect of this proposed rule is 
to direct limited FNS resources toward 
the present and future expansion of 
State and local fraud control activities 
in the Food Stamp Program rather than 
to reimburse past activities. 

DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before June 1, 1982. 

ADDRESS: Comments should be 
submitted to: Christopher Martin, Acting 
Deputy Administrator for Family - 
Nutrition Programs, Food and Nutrition 
Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
Alexandria, Virginia 22302. All written 
comments will be open to public 
inspection at the offices of the Food and 
Nutrition Service during regular 
business hours (8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., 
Monday through Friday) in Room 703, 
3101 Park Center Drive, Alexandria, 
Virginia. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

H. A. Scurlock, Federal Operations 
Division, Food and Nutrition Service, 
Alexandria, Virginia 22302, (703) 756- 
3485. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
proposed rule has been reviewed under 


USDA procedures contained in 
Secretary’s Memorandum 1512-1 and 
under Executive Order 12291 and has 
been classified as not major. The 
proposed rule is not likely to result in an 
annual effect on the economy of $100 
million or more; a major increase in 
costs or prices for consumers, individual 
industries, Federal, State, or local 
government agencies, or geographic 
regions; or significant adverse effects on 
competition, employment, investment, 
productivity, innovation, or on the 
ability of United States-based 
enterprises to compete with foreign- 
based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets. There will be no adverse 
economic impact because the proposed 
tule affects only State agencies to the 
extent that they must administer the 
Program. 

This proposed rule has also been 
reviewed with regard to the requirement 
of the Regulatory Flexibility Act, Pub. L. 
96-354. The Administrator of the Food 
and Nutrition Service has certified that 
this proposed rule will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 
Those affected are only those State 
agencies that have not made application 
for the 75 percent funding rate for the 
food stamp fraud investigations, 
prosecutions, and fraud hearings, as 
provided in the current regulations. 

Under the present rule, a State agency 
may apply for the 75 percent funding 
retroactively to October 1, 1978. The 
purpose of the retroactive provision was 
to allow State agencies to claim costs 
for food stamp fraud control activities 
which were started or expanded based 
on anticipation of the higher funding 
rate provided for in the Food Stamp Act 
of 1977. The need for the retroactive 
provision has diminished while at the 
same time budgetary constraints are 


forcing the Agency to limit expenditures. 


This proposed rule amends 7 CFR 
277.15(b) by stating that the 75 percent 
funding rate may apply retroactively to 
the beginning of the fiscal year in which 
a State agency submits the information 
required to claim the higher rate. 


Note.—This proposed rule does not contain 
reporting and recordkeeping requirements 
subject to approval by OMB under the 
Paperwork Reduction Act. 


Accordingly, it is proposed that 7 CFR 
Part 277 be amended as follows: 
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PART 277—PAYMENT OF CERTAIN 
ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS OF STATE 
AGENCIES 


1. In § 277.15, paragraph (b) is revised 
to read as follows: 


§ 277.15 Food stamps investigation and 
prosecutions. 


7 * * * * 


(b) Funding. Upon submission to and 
approval by FNS of a budget revision 
and the information required by 
paragraph (c) of this section, State 
agencies will be funded at 75 percent of 
all allowable direct and indirect costs in 
accordance with the requirement 
contained in this section. This higher 
rate may apply only to costs incurred in 
the Federal fiscal year during which a 
State agency applies for 75 percent 
funding. In cases where an agency other 
than the State welfare agency is or will 
be involved, an information statement 
shall be submitted by each State agency 
to include this operation. 

* * oJ - * 

(91 Stat. 958 (7 U.S.C. 2011-2027) 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 

Programs No. 10.561, Food Stamps) 
Date: March 17, 1982. 

Samuel J. Cornelius, 

Administrator. 

{FR Doc. 82-7712 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 a.m.] 

BILLING CODE 3410-30-M} 


Agricultural Marketing Service 
7 CFR Part 1032 


Milk in the Southern Illinois Marketing 


Area; Notice of Proposed 
of Certain Provisions of the Order 


AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service, 
USDA. 


ACTION: Proposed suspension of rules. 


SUMMARY: This notice invites written 
comments on a proposal to suspend 
certain provisions relating to how much 
milk not needed for fluid (bottling) use 
may be moved directly from farms to 
manufacturing plants and still be priced 
under the order. The proposed 
suspension would remove the limits on 
such movements of milk during the 
month of April 1982. The action was 
requested by a cooperative association 
to assure the efficient disposition of milk 
not needed for fluid use and still 
maintain producer status under the 





order for dairy farmers regularly 
associated with the market. Reduced 
school milk sales and increased 
production prompted the request by the 
cooperative association. 

DATE: Comments are due not later than 
April 2, 1982. 

ADDRESS: Comments (two copies) 
should be filed with the Hearing Clerk, 
Room 1077, South Building, U.S. 
Department of Agriculture, Washington, 
D.C. 20250. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Robert F. Groene, Marketing Specialist, 
Dairy Division, Agricultural Marketing 
Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
Washington, D.C. 20250, (202) 447-4824. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
proposed action has-been reviewed 
under USDA procedures established to 
implement Executive Order 12291 and 
has been classified ‘not significant” 
and, therefore, not a major action. 

It has also been determined that any 
need for suspending certain provisions 
of the order on an emergency basis 
preclude following certain review 
procedures set forth in Executive Order 
12291. Such procedures would require 
that this document be submitted for 
review to the Office of Management and 
Budget at least 10 days prior to its 
publication in the Federal Register. 
However, this would not permit the 
completion of the required suspension 
procedures in time for the suspension to 
be made effective for the month of April 
1982 if this is found necessary. The 
initial request for this action was 
received on March 17, 1982. 

William T. Manley, Deputy 
Administrator, Agricultural Marketing 
Service, has determined that this 
proposed action would not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 
Such action would lessen the regulatory 
impact of the order on certain milk 
handlers and would tend to insure that 
dairy farmers would continue to have 
their milk priced under the order and 
thereby receive the benefits that accrue 
from such pricing. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to the provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seg.}, the 
suspension of the following provisions 
of the order regulating the handling of 
milk in the Southern Illinois marketing 
area is being considered for the month 
of April 1982. 

1. In § 1032.13(b}(2), the language 
“during the months of May, June, and 
July, during the months of August and 
December for not more than 12 days of 
production of producer milk by such 
producer, and in any other month for not 


more than 8 days of production of 
producer milk by such producer”. 

2. In § 1032.13(b)(3), the language “for 
not more days of production of producer 
milk, by such producer than is received 
at a pool plant(s) pursuant to paragraph 
(a) of this section”. 

All persons ‘who desire to submit 
written data, views, or arguments in 
connection with the proposed 
suspension should file two copies of 
such material with the Hearing Clerk, 
Room 1077, South Building, United 
States Department of Agriculture, 
Washington, D.C. 20250, not later than 
April 2, 1982. The period for filing 
comments is limited to 7 days because a 
longer period would not permit the 
completion of the required suspension 
procedures in time for the suspension to 
be made effective for the month of April 


~ 1982. 


The comments that are sent will be 
available for public inspection at the 
office of the Hearing Clerk during 
regular business hours (7 CFR 1.27{b)). 


Statement of Consideration 


The proposed suspension would 
remove the limits on the amount of milk 
that may be diverted from poo! plants to 
nonpool plants during the month of 
April 1982. The order now provides that 
during the months of January through 
April and September through November 
not more than 8 days’ production of a 
producer may be diverted to nonpool 
plants that are not other order plants. 
Such diversions are limited to not more 
than 12 days’ production of a producer 
during August and December. 
Diversions to nonpool plants that are 
also other order plants are limited each 
month of the year to not more than the 
number of days of production of a 
producer that is received at pool plants. 

The suspension was requested by a 
cooperative association that supplies 
milk to handlers regulated under the 
order. The cooperative stated that 
producer receipts used in Class I are 
down four percent from the previous 
year due primarly to a decline in school 
milk sales. In addition to a decline in 
Class I sales, the cooperative anticipates 
that milk production in April 1982 will 
exceed production levels of one year 
ago. For these reasons, the cooperative 
contends that suspension of the 
diversion provisions is necessary to 
prevent uneconomic movements of milk 
that would be made solely for the 
purpose of pooling the milk of dairy 
farmers who have regularly been 
associated with the market. 
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Signed at Washington, D.C. on: March 
22, 1982. 
Eddie F. Kimbrell, 
Acting Administrator. 
{FR Doc. 82-8141 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am) 
BILLING CODE 3410-02-M 


DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
Economic Regulatory Administration 


10 CFR Part 463 
[Docket No. ERA-R-79-19] 


Annual Reports From States and 
Nonregulated Utilities on Progress in 
Considering Ratemaking and Other 
Regulatory Standards 


AGENCY: Economic Regulatory 
Administration. 


ACTION: Proposed rule; correction. 


SUMMARY: The ERA is correcting the 
submission date in the text of revised 
Form ERA-166, which was published as 
an appendix to Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking concerning Annual Reports 
under the Public Utility Regulatory 
Policies Act of 1978. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ron D. White, Fuels Conversion 
Division, Economic Regulatory 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Energy, 2000 M Street, NW., Room 
6212-E, Washington, D.C. 20461 (202) 
653-3459 
Arthur Perry Bruder, Office of General 
Counsel, U.S. Department of the 
Energy, 1000 Independence Avenue, 
NW., Room 6B-144, Washington, D.C. 
20585 (202) 252-9516 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
March 4, 1982, the Economic Regulatory 
Administration (ERA) issued proposed 
amendments to its rules concerning 
annual reports which State regulatory 
authorities and.certain nonregulated 
utilities are required to submit to the 
Department of Energy (DOE) (47 FR 
11178 et seg., March 15, 1982). A revised 
version of Form ERA-166, the form upon 
which these reports are required to be 
submitted, was published as an 
appendix to the proposed rulemaking. 
The first page of the published form (47 
FR 11182), however, indicated 
erroneously that the report is to be 
submitted “no later than March 29, 
1982”. Rather, as specified in both the 
preamble to and the language of the 
proposed amendment, submission of the 
form would be required not on March 29, 
but 30 days after the date of publication 
of the final rule. 
The revised form is being mailed to 
various entities required to submit the 
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report. As mailed, the revised form will 
indicate the proper date for submission 
(thirty days after publication of the final 
rule), rather than the erroneous March 
~ 29, 1982 date. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on March 22, 
1982, 
James W. Workman, 
Director, Office of Fuels Programs, Economic 
Regulatory Administration. 
[FR Doc. 82-8187 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 
12 CFR Part 205 
(Reg. E; Docket No. R-0388] 


Electronic Fund Transfers; 
Exemptions; Documentation of 
Transfers; Procedures for Resolving 
Errors . 


AGENCY: Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: The Board is publishing for 
comment four proposed amendments to 
Regulation E. The amendments would 
(1) exempt from the regulation 
preauthorized electronic fund transfers 
initiated by the federal government to 
accounts at small financial institutions; 
(2) provide that in a regional or 
nationwide ATM interchange system, 
the terminal receipt need not disclose 
the type of account affected; (3) partially 
exempt from the periodic statement 
requirements certain telephone transfers 
between a consumer's accounts held at 
the same institution; and (4) modify the 
documentation and error resolution 
requirements for transfers initiated 
outside the United States. The Board is 
also publishing for comment an 
economic impact analysis, as required 
by section 904(a) of the act. These 
proposals are in response to requests 
from financial institutions, and are 
designated to reduce regulatory burdens 
without giving up significant consumer 
protection. 


DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before May 7, 1982. 

ADDRESS: Comments may be mailed to 
the Secretary, Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System, Washington, 
D.C. 20551, or delivered to Room B-2223, 
20th and Constitution Avenue, NW., 
Washington, D.C., between 8:45 a.m. and 
5:15 p.m. weekdays. Comments may be 
inspected in Room B-1122 between 8:45 
a.m. and 5:15 p.m. weekdays. All 
material submitted should refer to 
Docket No. R-0388. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Regarding the regulation, contact: 


Barbara D. Ranagan, Staff Attorney, or - 
John C. Wood, Senior Attorney, Division 
of Consumer and Community Affairs, 
Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, Washington, D.C. 
20551, (202-452-3667). Regarding the 
economic impact analysis, contact: 
Frederick J. Schroeder, Economist, 
Division of Research and Statistics, 
Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, Washington, D.C. 
20551, (202-452-2584). ( 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


(1) General 


The major portion of the Electronic 
Fund Transfer Act (15 U.S.C. 1693 et 
seq.) and Regulation E went into effect 
on May 10, 1980. As discussed more 
fully below, the Board now proposes 
certain amendments in response to 
petitions it has received. 

Section 904{a)(2) of the EFT Act 
requires the Board to prepare an 
analysis of the economic impact of the 
regulation that considers, among other 
things, the impact of the regulation on 
the various participants in electronic 
fund transfer systems, the effects upon 
competition in the provision of 
electronic fund transfer services among 
large and small financial institutions, 
and the availability of such services to 
different classes of consumers, 
particularly low-income consumers. In 
addition, section 603 of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 603) requires 
that proposed regulations be 
accompanied by an initial regulatory 
flexibility analysis. The statement 
appearing in section (3) below satisfies 
both of these requirements. The 
statement and the proposed 
amendments have been transmitted to 
Congress, as required by section 
904(a)(4) of the EFT Act. 

The Board believes that an expedited 
rulemaking procedure is in the public 
interest. Accordingly, the Board is 
providing a comment period shorter 
than the 60 days:specified in the 
expanded procedures published by the 
Board in its policy statement of January 
19, 1979 (44 FR 3957). 


(2) Regulatory Provisions 

Section 205.3(g)—Preauthorized 
government transfers to accounts at 
small financial institutions. The EFT 
Act and Regulation E cover 
preauthorized electronic fund transfers 
to or from consumer asset accounts, 
whether the originator is government or 
private sector, whether the transfer is 
received in machine-readable or paper 
form, and whether the transfer is 
received directly from an automated 
clearing house (ACH) or through a 
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correspondent institution or other 
intermediary. This includes transfers 
(such as Social Security payments) 
under the federal government's recurring 
payments program because they are 
made by the U.S. Treasury through an 
ACH. 


Unlike the offering of other EFT 
services such as automated teller 
service, an institution’s involvement in 
preauthorized government transfers is 
relatively passive. In the case of Social 
Security payments, for example, the 
customer takes the initiative by 
completing a U.S. Treasury 
authorization form and delivering it to 
the financial institution. The institution 
completes its portion of the form and 
sends it on to the Social Security 
Administration, which then starts 
sending the funds directly to the 
institution. The institution may agree to 
participate as an accommodation to the 
customer because this method of 
payment provides greater security to the 
recipient. 

Frequently a small institution 
receiving federal recurring payments 
does not engage in electronic processing. 
It receives the transfers through a 
corresponding institution, which sends a 
paper listing of recipients and payment 
amounts to the account-holding 
institution, allowing it to post the 
accounts manually. The Board is 
concerned that there may be an undue 
compliance burden on these small 
institutions, particularly in cases where 
the transfers affect relatively few 
accounts. Coverage by the regulation 
means that the institution must give 
initial disclosures about the account 
terms, send certain additional 
disclosures and notices, maintain 
prescribed error resolution procedures, 
and provide periodic statements or 
passbook updates in compliance with 
the regulation. 


The Board has special authority with 
respect to the modification of regulatory 
requirements for small institutions; 
section 904(c) of the EFT Act states in 
part: 


The Board shall by regulation modify the 
requirements imposed by this title on small 
financial institutions if the Board determines 
that such modifications are necessary to 
alleviate any undue compliance burden on 
small financial institutions and such 
modifications are consistent with the purpose 
and objective of this title. 


The Board is proposing to exercise this 
authority by amending Regulation E to 
exempt federal recurring payments that 
are made to an account at a financial 
institution whose assets are $15 million 
or less. The $15 million asset level was 
selected because it corresponds to an 
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asset level used in another Board 
regulation that differentiates among 
institutions based on asset size. The 
Board solicits comment on whether a 
different asset cut-off should be used, 
and on whether there is an asset size at 
which compliance would not be unduly 
burdensome. The Board also notes that 
the level of burden imposed by 
Regulation E with respect to these 
transfers may not be a function of the 
financial institution's asset size alone, 
and solicits comment on what other 
factors might be taken into account in 
assessing the need for an exemption. 
Industry commenters should recognize, 
however, that the Board has a 
responsibility to consider not only the 
costs and burdens on financial 
institutions but also the costs and 
benefits to consumers. 

Comment is also requested on 
whether the exemption should apply to 
a broader (or to a narrower) class of 
preauthorized transfers. For example, 
should there be an exemption for all 
preauthorized transfers, both 
government and private sector? The 
Board is aware that preauthorized 
transfers initiated by the private sector 
may create similar if not greater 
operational problems for small financial 
institutions. Under present ACH 
operating rules, however, an institution 
that agrees to accept private-sector 
preauthorized credits must also accept 
private-sector preauthorized debits, 
placing consumers at somewhat greater 
risk if things go wrong. Comment is 
requested on whether the exemption 
might be expanded without reducing 
significant consumer protections 
provided by the EFT Act and Regulation 
E. 

Financial institutions are asked to 
include in their comments information 
about their asset size, whether they 
currently receive both federal 
government and private sector transfers, 
and whether they offer other EFT 
services such as telephone bill payment 
or ATM service. 

The proposed amendment would 
exempt federal government payments 
from all requirements of the EFT Act 
and Regulation E. The Board solicits 
comment on whether some provisions of 
the act or regulation should continue to 
apply—for example, the prohibition on 
compulsory use of EFT, found in section 
913 of the act, or the error resolution 
procedures, set forth in § 205.11 of the 
regulation. Commenters should discuss 
the reasons they believe particular 
provisions of this sort should (or should 
not) remain applicable, and the relative 
difficulties and costs of compliance with 
the provisions in question. 


The proposal, strictly speaking, 
exempt a category of transfers and not 
the institution. Thus, a small institution 
that wishes to offer telephone bill 
payment services, for example, may 
continue to take advantage of the 
exemption for its federal recurring 
payments, although the telephone 
transfers would be subject to the 
regulation. A small institution that offers 
no EFT services other than federal 
recurring payments, of course, would be 
completely exempt from the act and the 
regulation. 

Proposed § 205.3(g)(1) sets forth the 
exemption, and sets December 31 of 
each year as the date for determining 
whether an institution’s assets exceed 
the $15 million level. The Board requests 
comment on whether some other 
determination date would be more 
appropriate. Proposed § 205.3(g)(2) 
provides a grace period for institutions 
that lose the exemption for 
preauthorized government transfers 
because their assets grow beyond the 
$15 million level. This grace period 
would allow time for bringing operations 
into compliance. 

Section 205.9(a)(3)—Interchange cash 
dispensing service. For transfers 
initiated at an electronic terminal, 
Regulation E requires that the terminal 
receipt indicate the type of account 
accessed. A bank card organization has 
requested that the Board grant an 
exemption from this requirement for use 
of debit cards in ATMs or cash . 
dispensers in a planned nationwide cash 
dispensing system. 

Regulation E currently provides an 
exemption from the requirement to 
identify type of account for point-of-sale 
(POS) transfers in which the access 
device can access only one account at 
point of sale. The planned cash 
dispensing system apparently faces 
operational difficulties similar to those 
that led to the Board’s adoption of the 
POS exception. As in the POS situation, 
the consumer can access only one 
particular account in the interchange 
system. However, neither the debit card 
not the interchange system, involving — 
many different financial institutions all 
over the country, can provide 
information on the terminal receipt 
regarding the type of account being 
accessed. 

The proposed amendment would 
revise the last sentence of footnote 3 to 
§ 205.9(a)(3). The revision would treat 
transfers initiated in an interchange 
system the same as POS transfers. As in 
the case of POS transfers, the exemption 
would be available if the access device 
used can access only one particular 
account when used in the interchange 
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system. Similarly, it would remain 
available in the interchange setting even 
if the access device can access more 
than one account when used at the 
account-holding institution’s own ATMs. 

“Interchange system” is intended to 
refer to a network or system in which 
ATMs or cash dispensers of various 
financial institutions are available to 
customers of other institutions to allow 
them access to their accounts. The 
Board solicits comment on whether this 
terminology adequately describes such a 
system. 

Section 205.9 (c), (d), and (h)— 
Telephone transfers between savings 
and checking accounts. Regulation E 
requires institutions, as a general rule, to 
provide a periodic account statement for 
each EFT-accessible account. 
Exceptions currently exist only for 
accounts accessible by preauthorized’ 
credits but by no other type’ of electronic 
fund transfers. The Board has been 
asked to create a new exception for 
certain accounts that are accessible by 
telephone transfers. : 

An association of mutual savings 
banks has petitioned the Board to permit 
institutions offering telephone transfers 
(between transaction and savings 
accounts, for example) to satisfy the 
periodic statement requirements of 
§ 205.9(b) by providing a complying 
statement for the transaction account, 
but not the savings account. The 
association believes that the duplicative 
statements currently required by the 
regulation are unnecessary for consumer 
protection and are unduly costly for 
institutions to provide, that the 
telephone transfer service is beneficial 
to consumers, and that many institutions 
that have offered the service either have 
discontinued it or will be forced to do so 
because of the duplicative costs. 

Section 904(c) of the act authorizes the 
Board, in adopting regulations to 
implement the act, to make such 
adjustments and exceptions as the 
Board believes necessary and proper. 
Section 904(a) directs the Board to 
consider and weigh the costs and 
benefits of the implementing regulations 
to institutions and consumers, including 
the extent to which “additional 
documentation, reporis, records, or other 
paper work would be required.” The 
current requirement to produce periodic 
statements for both accounts affected by 
a telephone transfer may be one whose 
costs outweigh its benefits. Each 
telephone transfer currently appears, in 
essentially duplicate form, on the 
statement for each account affected. 
Documentation of the transfer on only 
one statement may be adequate, since 
the description shows not only the 
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amount and date but also the type of 
transfer and type of account affected 
(for example, “telephone transfer from 
savings”). In addition, the customary 
forms of documentation (e.g., passbook 
updates or quarterly statements) would 
continue to be available to the 
consumer. 

Accordingly, the Board is proposing to 
modify the periodic statement 
requirements by adding a new 
paragraph (h) to § 205.9. The proposed 
paragraph states that an institution need 
not provide a periodic statement for an 
account accessible by telephone 
transfers between accounts, so long as 
statements complying with §205.9(b) are 
being provided for the other account 
involved in the service. To qualify for 
this exception, both accounts must be 
maintained at the same institution and 
be held by the same consumer; in 
addition, the account for which a 
complying statement is not provided 
would have to be accessible by 
telephone transfers but by no other type 
of electronic transfer. 

The proposal would also amend 
§ 205.9 (c) and (d) by adding a footnote 
to the effect that an account qualifies for 
the special treatment provided in 
paragraphs (c) and (d) even if the 
account is accessible by telephone 
transfers of the type described in 
paragraph (h) in addition to 
preauthorized credits. 

Sections 205.9(i) and 205.11(c}(4)— 
Foreign-initiated transfers. The EFT Act 
applies to financial institutions holding 
consumer accounts within the United 
States and its territories. Although an 
ATM cash withdrawal may be initiated 
abroad, it is covered by the act and 
Regulation E if it ultimately debits a 
consumer account at a U.S. bank. 
Several bank associations have asked 
the Board to exempt electronic fund 
transfers initiated outside the United 
States. In the alternative, they ask that 
such transfers be exempted from certain 
portions of the documentation and error 
resolution requirements. 

Many foreign ATMs do not comply 
with Regulation E receipt requirements, 
nor do they necessarily capture the 
information that enables the U.S. bank 
to describe the transaction on periodic 
statements in keeping with the 
Regulation E requirements. The failure 
to capture certain information also 
makes it difficult for a U.S. bank to 
investigate a consumer's allegation of 
error and to comply with the strict time 
periods for error resolution specified in 
the regulation. 

The Board recognized the same type 
of problem in the credit card 
environment, and provided relief by 
relaxing the periodic statement 


requirements in Regulation Z (Truth in 
Lending) with regard to the description 
of foreign transactions. Similar 
recognition of the problems with foreign 
EFT transactions seems appropriate, 
and the Board is proposing to modify 
certain requirements. 

The first proposed amendment would 
add a new paragraph (i) to § 205.9. It 
states that failure to comply with the 
terminal receipt and periodic statement 
requirements of § 205.9 is not a violation 
for a transfer initiated abroad, provided 
the account-holding institution treats a 
request for documentation or 
clarification concerning the transfer as a 
notice of error and follows the error 
correction provisions of § 205.11. This 
means, for example, that if the account 
holder requests documentation, the 
institution must provide it as required 
by § 205.11{e). 

The other propdsed amendment 
would add a new paragraph (4) to 
§ 205.11(c). For alleged errors involving 
transfers initiated outside the United 
States, the new paragraph would 
substitute a 90-calendar-day deadline 
for the 45-calendar-day deadline that is 
generally applicable. The other 
provisions of § 205.11 {including the 
requirement for provisional recrediting if 
the resolution process takes longer than 
10 business days) remain applicable. 

(3) Economic Impact Analysis 

Section 205.3(g). The Board proposes 
to exempt from Regulation E all 
preauthorized federal recurring 
payments made to consumer accounts at 
financial institutions that have total 
assets of $15 million or less. The 
proposal is based on the preliminary 
finding that small institutions receiving 
such payments may bear a 
disproportionately large and undue 
regulatory compliance burden relative to 
their involvement in EFT. 

Many small institutions may be 
subject to Regulation E solely because 
they receive preauthorized federal 
recurring payments that were 
electronically initiated. These payments 
are primarily Social Security benefits 
that are credited to consumer accounts. 
The compliance costs incurred may be 
substantial. Institutions that receive 
only one or a few of those transfers and 
that engage in no other type of EFT must 
comply with a large proportion of 
Regulation E requirements. Moreover, 
many small institutions receive transfers 
in paper form from a correspondent 
bank, service bureau, or other 
intermediary and do not themselves 
engage in electronic processing. 

Evidence currently available indicates 
that relatively few small institutions 
offer EFT services other than automatic 


preauthorized transfers to or from 
consumers’ accounts. Information is not 
available on the sizes of institutions 
actually offering preauthorized 
transfers, but the number of small 
institutions offering those transfers is 
large and likely to grow.’ The proposed 
exemption would provide relief for the 
many small institutions, including a 
large number of credit unions, that now 
participate in the Treasury Department's 
Direct Deposit Program or that are 
expected to join the program in the next 
few years. Without the exemption, all 
institutions would become subject to 
Regulation E by joining the program. 

The extent of the cost savings 
depends on the definition of small. The 
exemption could potentially provide 
significant cost savings to small 
institutions by reducing their current 
compliance expenses and limiting their 
liability exposure for noncompliance. If 
small institutions are defined to have 
total assets of $15 million or less, the 
exemption would potentially affect 4,637 
(or 31.4 percent of all) commercial 
banks, 583 (or 14.6 percent of all) 
savings and loan associations, 67 (or 9.2 
percent of all) mutual savings banks, 
and 17,243 (or 95.5 percent of all) credit 
unions. Not all small institutions would 
actually benefit, however. The amount 
of relief would be limited in that (1) not 
all small institutions receive the 
exempted transfers and (2) those small 
institutions that have already invested 
in compliance programs may find it 
uneconomical to drop their programs, 
particularly when other EFT services are 
offered or planned. It is estimated that 
less than five percent of all U.S. 
transaction account deposit dollars 
would be exempted. 

If the proposed exemption were to be 
extended to private-sector 
preauthorized electronic transfers, more 
relief would be available to small 
institutions. This would require 
exempting both debits and credits to 
consumer accounts, however, because 
debits and credits are operationally 
indistinguishable for ACH participants. 
The Board solicits comments on the 
desirability of small-institution 
exemption of private-sector transfers, 
including debits, from coverage by the 
regulation. 


‘In November 1981 there were 10,982 banks and 
3,052 thrift institutions participating in automated 
clearing houses (ACHs) and therefore engaging in 
electronic fund transfer, according to NACHA 
SurePay Update (Washington, D.C.: National 
Automated Clearing House Association), December 
1981. Because almost all large institutions currently 
participate in ACHs, further growth in the number 
of participants will come primarily from small 
institutions. 
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Consumer benefits are not likely to be 
diminished significantly by the proposed 
exemption. Many consumer protections 
provided by Regulation E are likely to 
be provided by U.S. Treasury rules, 
existing institutional practices, and state 
laws. Furthermore, the likehood of - 
errors in these transactions is very 
small. Consumers will benefit from 
increased availability of automatic 
preauthorized federal payments. 

Public comment is requested on the 
potential effects of the proposed 
exemption on costs to institutions and 
on costs and benefits to consumers. In 
particular, comment is requested on the 
appropriate asset level definition of 
small institution. Comments should take 
into account the size level at which 
financial institutions are so automated 
or involved with other EFT services that 
the proposed exemption would provide 
little relief. 

Section 205.9(a)(3). The Board 
proposes to exempt transfers made in an 
interchange system from the 
requirement that the financial institution 
identify the type of account accessed. 
This exemption, by removing a 
requirement that would be prohibitively 
costly to implement, is likely to remove 
a barrier to the availability of national 
interchange services for consumers. No 
significant loss of information to 
consumers is expected from the 
exemption because only one of a 
consumer's accounts at a particular 
institution can be accessed by this 
means. 

Section 205.9(c), (d), and (h). Some 
financial institutions, including many 
mutual savings banks, permit telephone 
transfers between a consume:’s 
accounts at the same institution. 
Monthly statements are currently 
required for both accounts involved in 
telephone transfers. The Board proposes 
to amend the regulation so that it would 
require a monthly periodic statement for 
only one of the two accounts involved in 
such a transfer; for these transactions, 
the other account would be exempted 
from Regulation E requirements. This 
amendment is expected to reduce 
compliance costs significantly for many 
institutions and eliminate duplicative 
paperwork. There would be no loss of 
error resolution procedure protections. 
Evidence is solicited on the number of 
institutions, accounts, transactions, and 
periodic statements affected and on the 
potential cost savings for financial 
institutions. 

Section 205.9(i) and 205.11(c)(4). The 
Board proposes to exempt all electronic 
fund transfers initiated abroad from the 


‘ 


regulation’s terminal receipt and 
periodic statement documentation 
requirements. Financial institutions are 
unable to control terminals used by 
consumers abroad, and the proposed 
exemption would eliminate potential 
liability for noncompliance with these 
requirements. Error resolution time 
limits would also be relaxed to allow 
institutions more time to investigate and 
resolve alleged errors involving 
transfers initiated abroad. The proposed 
exemption may make EFT services more 
accessible to U.S. consumers traveling 
abroad. There is no expectation that 
consumer protections would be 
significantly reduced. Comment is 
requested on the anticipated effects on 
costs to institutions and benefits to 
consumers. 


PART 205—ELECTRONIC FUND 
TRANSFERS 
(4) Proposed Regulations 

Pursuant to the authority granted in 15 
U.S.C. 1693b, the Board proposes to 
amend Regulation E, 12 CFR Part 205, by 
adding a new paragraph (g) to § 205.3, 
revising the last sentence of footnote 3 
to § 205.9(a)(3), adding a new footnote 
9a to § 205.9(c) and (d), adding new 
paragraphs (h) and (i) to § 205.9, and 
adding a new paragraph (4) to 
§ 205.11(c), as follows: 


§ 205.3 Exemptions. 
* * * * * 

(g) Government transfers to small 
financial institutions. (1) Any 
preauthorized transfer by the federal 
government to an account if the assets 
of the account-holding financial 
institution are $15 million or less on 
December 31. 

(2) If the account-holding financial 
institution’s assets subsequently exceed 
$15 million, its exemption for this class 
of transfers shall terminate one year 
from the end of the period in which the 
assets exceed $15 million. 


* * * * * 


§ 205.9 Documentation of transfers. 

(a) Receipts at electronic 
terminals.* * * 

(3) The type of transfer and the type of 
the consumer's account(s)** * * 


* * = * .* 


(c) Documentation for certain 


3* * * Ina transfer initiated at point of sale or at 
remote terminals in an interchange system, the type 
of account need not be identified if the access 
device may access only one account in such a 
transfer. 
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passbook accounts. In the case of a 


- consumer's passbook account which 


may not be accessed by any electronic 
fund transfers other than preauthorized 
transfers to the account,™* * * 

(d) Periodic statements for certain 
non-passbook accounts. If a consumer's 
account other than a passbook account 
may not be accessed by any electronic 
fund transfers other than preauthorized 
transfers to the account,™* * * 


* * * 7 * 


(h) Periodic statements for telephone 
transfers. A financial institution need 
not provide the periodic statement 
required by paragraph (b) of this section 
for an account that may be accessed 
only by electronic fund transfers 
initiated by the consumer under a 
telephone transfer plan, if the telephone 
transfers are to or from an account for 
which the financial institution provides 
a periodic statement to the consumer in 
compliance with paragraph (b) of this 
section. 

(i) Documentation for foreign-initiated 
transfers. Failure to provide the terminal 
receipt and periodic statement required 
by paragraphs (a) and (b) of this section 
for a particular electronic fund transfer 
shall not be deemed a failure to comply 
with this regulation, if: : 

(1) the transfer is not initiated in a 
state as defined in § 205.2(k); and 

(2) the financial institution treats an 
inquiry for clarification or 
documentation as a notice of error, and 
corrects the error in accordance with 
§ 205.11. 


* * * * * 


§ 205.11 Procedures for Resolving Errors. 
* * * * * 
{c) Investigation of errors. 
(4) If a notice of an error involves an 
electronic fund transfer that was not 
initiated in a state as defined in 
§ 205.2(k), a financial institution may 
take up to 90 calendar days instead of 
the 45 calendar days specified in 
paragraph (c)(2) of this section to 
resolve the error. 


* * * * * 
By order of the Board of Governors, March 
22, 1982. 
William W. Wiles, 
Secretary to the Board. 
[FR Doc. 82-8209 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M 


* *£ & 


™ Accounts that also are accessible by telephone 
transfers described in paragraph (h) of this section 
may continue to be documented in accordance with 
paragraph (c) or (d) of this section. 
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-CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 


14.CFR Part 374a 
[SPDR-87 Docket: 40502] 


Regulations Pursuant to Section 401 of 
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 
1971 With Respect to Extension of 
Credit by Air Carriers to Political 
Candidates 


Dated: March 4, 1982. 
AGENCY: Civil Aeronautics Board. 
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: The CAB is proposing to 
change its requirements for air carriers 
to report the campaign indebtedness of 
political candidates for Federal elective 
office. Starting after an election, airlines 
would be required to file only changes in 
a candidate's indebtedness and a final 
report when the debt is paid. This 
.Tulemaking is intended to relieve some 
of the paperwork burden from the 
airlines, but without sacrificing the 
effectiveness of the CAB program 
implementing the Act. 

DATES: 

Comments by: May 25, 1982. 

Reply comments by: June 14, 1982. 

Comments and other relevant 
information received after this date will 
be considered by the Board only to the 
extent practicable. 

Requests to be put on the Service List: 
April 12, 1982. 

The Docket Section prepares the 
Service List and sends it to each person 
listed on it, who then serves comments 
on others on the list. 

ADDRESSES: Twenty copies of comments 
should be sent to Docket 40502, Civil 
Aeronautics Board, 1825 Connecticut 
Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C. 20428. 
Individuals may submit their views as 
consumers without filing multiple 
copies. Comments may be examined in 
Room 711, Civil Aeronautics Board, 1825 
Connecticut Avenue, . 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Joseph A. Brooks, Office of the General 
Counsel, Civil Aeronatics Board, 1825 
Connecticut Avenue, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20428; (202) 673-5442. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 
1971 (Pub. L. 92-225) requires certain 
independent regulatory agencies to set 
rules for monitoring the extension of 
unsecured credit to political candidates 
for Federal office. The Board's rules 
implementing that Act are in 14 CFR 
374a. 

Among other things, those rules 
require that airlines report to the Board 


unpaid debt owed to them by political 
candidates. Starting 6 months before 
nomination, if any, or before election, 
the airlines must send monthly reports 
to the Board on the extension of 
unsecured credit to individual 
candidates. After the election, airlines 
must continue making monthly reports 
for each candidate owing it a debt, until 
the debt is paid. The airline then 
submits a negative report. 

The Board proposes to change the 
manner of reporting after an election. 
Under the proposal, an airline would be 
required to make one report after an 
election listing the unpaid debt of a 
political candidate. It would then be 
required to file a report only when the 
amount the debt still owed changes, and 
when the debt is eliminated. This 
change would end‘a requirement that 
forces airlines to generate a report each 
month that provides no new 
information. Because the basic 
information on unpaid debt remains on 
file at the Board, monitoring of the 
extension of unsecured debt by the 
airline would not be sacrificed. There is 
no apparent need to require the filing of 
monthly reports that state the same 
data. In order to follow the intent of the 
Federal Election Campaign Acct, it is 
necessary to know: (a) the amount of 
debt owed to an airline by a political 
candidate, (b) when that amount of 
indebtedness changes, and (c) when the 
debt is paid. The reporting rule as 
changed by this proposal continues to 
meet each of those criteria. 

In the interest of conciseness, it is also 
proposed that the lengthy title of the ~ 
part be shortened to, “Extension of 
Credit by Airlines to Federal Political 
Candidates.” 

Regulatory Flexibility Act 

In accordance with 5 U.S.C. 605(b), as 
added by the Regulatory Flexibility Act, 
Pub. L. 96-354, the Board certifies that 
none of these proposed changes will, if 
adopted as proposed, have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. The Board's 
rules implementing the Federal Election 
Campaign Act apply only to certificated 
air carriers. Although some of these 
carriers are small businesses, the effect 
of the proposed amendments would 
merely be to relax a minor reporting 
requirement. 


PART 374a—EXTENSION OF CREDIT 
BY AIRLINES TO FEDERAL POLITICAL 
CANDIDATES 


Accordingly, the Civil Aeronautics 
Board proposes to amend 14 CFR 374a 
as follows: 
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1. Section 374a.6{a) would be revised 
to read: 


§ 374a.6 Reporting requirements. 

(a) Air carriers shall make monthly 
reports to the Board with respect to the 
credit for transportation furnished to 
candidates, or persons acting on behalf 
of candidates, during the period from 6 
months before nomination, if any, or 
from 6 months before election, until the 
date of election. After that 6-month 
period, air carriers shall file such a 
report with the Board not later than the 
20th day following the end of the 
calendar month in which the election or 
nomination takes place, and thereafter 
when any change occurs in that report, 
until a negative report is filed showing 
that no debt for such extension of credit 
is owed to the carrier. 


* * 7 * * 


2. The title of Part 374a would be 

amended to read: “Extension of Credit 
by Airlines to Federal Political 
Candidates.” 
(Secs. 204, 401, 403, 404, 407, 416, Pub.-L. 85- 
726, as amended, 72 Stat. 743, 754, 758, 760, 
766, 771; 49 U.S.C. 1324, 1371, 1373, 1374, 1377, 
1386. Sec. 401, Pub. L. 92-225, 86 Stat. 16; 2 
U.S.C. 451) 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 


Phyllis T. Kaylor, 


Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 82-8143 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6320-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 


Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 


18 CFR Part 271 


[Docket No. RM79-76 (Texas—3 Addition 
i] 


High-Cost Gas Produced From Tight 
Formations; Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking 


AGENCY: Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission. 


ACTION: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: The Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission is authorized by 
section 107(c)(5) of the Natural Gas 
Policy Act of 1978 to designate certain 
types of natural gas as high-cost gas 
where the Commission determines that 
the gas is produced under conditions 
which present extraordinary risks or 
costs. Under section 107(c)(5), the 
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Commission issued a final regulation 
designating natural gas produced from 
tight formations as high-cost gas which 
may receive an incentive price (18 CFR 
271.703). This rule established 
procedures for jurisdictional agencies to 
submit to the Commission 
recommendations of areas for 
designation as tight formations. This 
notice of proposed rulemaking by the 
Director of the Office of Pipeline and 
Producer Regulation contains the 
recommendation of the Railroad 
Commission of Texas that an additional 
area of the Cisco Sandstone Formation 
located in the Credo, East (Cisco, Upper) 
Field be designated as a tight formation 
under § 271.703{d). 

DATES: Comments on the proposed rule 
are due on April 22, 1982. 

Public hearing: No public hearing is 
scheduled in this docket as yet. Written 
requests for a public hearing are due on 
April 7, 1982. 

ADDRESS: Comments and requests for 
hearing must be filed with the Office of 
the Secretary, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Leslie Lawner, (202) 357-8511, or Walter 
W. Lawson, (202) 357-8556. 

Issued March 23, 1982. 


I. Background 


In the matter of high-cost gas 
produced from tight formations; Docket 
No. RM79-76 (Texas—3 Addition Il). 

On February 16, 1982, the Railroad 
Commission of Texas (Texas) submitted 
to the Commission a recommendation, 
in accordance with § 271.703 of the 
Commission's regulations (45 FR 56034, 
August 22, 1980), that an additional area 
of the Cisco Sandstone Formation 
located in the northwestern corner of 
Sterling County, in west Texas, be 
designated as a tight formation. The 
Commission previously adopted 
recommendations that the Cisco 
Sandstone Formation encountered in 
specified portions of Reagan and 
Sterling Counties be designated as tight 
formations. (Order No. 125, issued 
January 23, 1981 and Order No. 217, 
issued March 17, 1982, in Docket No. 
RM79-76 (Texas—3 and Texas—3 
Addition, respectively)). Pursuant to 
§ 271.703(c)(4) of the regulations, this 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking is 
hereby issued to determine whether 
Texas’ recommendation that an 
additional area of the Cisco Sandstone 
Formation in the Credo, East (Cisco, 
Upper) Field be designated a tight 
formation should be adopted. Texas’ 
recommendation and supporting data 
are on file with the Commission and are 
available for public inspection. 


Il. Description of Recommendation 


Texas recommends that the Upper 
Cisco Formation in the Credo, East Field 
encountered in the northwestern corner 
of Sterling County, Texas, in Railroad 
Commission District 8, be designated as 
a tight formation. The area _ 
recommended for designation includes 
24 sections in Block 29, W & NW Survey, 
13 sections in Block 31, T-4-S, T & PRR 
Survey, 15 sections in Block 17, SP RR 
Survey, 5 sections in Block 14, SP RR 
Survey, 36 sections in Block 23, H & TC 
RR Survey, and 3 sections in J. G. 
Soulard Survey. The Cisco Sand 
deposition was in the Pennsylvania 
Period and the sands in the area were 
deposited in a shallow environment, 
resulting in sands that are very shaley 
and lenticular. 

The vertical interval requested for 
tight formation designation is that 
interval from 7,125 feet to 7,550 feet as 
measured in the log of the HNG Oil Co. 
No. 21-1 McEntire well. 


Ill. Discussion of Recommendation 


Texas claims in its submission that 
evidence gathered through information 
and testimony presented at a public 
hearing convened by Texas on this 
matter demonstrates that: 

(1) The average in situ gas 
permeability throughout the pay section 
of the proposed area in not expected to 
exceed 0.1 millidarcy; 

(2) The stabilized production rate, 
against atmospheric pressure, of wells 
completed for production from the 
recommended formation, without 
stimulation, is not expected to exceed 
the maximum allowable production rate 
set out in § 271.703{(c)(2){i)(B); and 

(3) No well drilled into the 
recommended formation is expected to 
produce more than five (5) barrels of oil 
per day. 

Texas further asserts that existing 
State and Federal regulations assure 
that development of this formation will 
not adversely affect any fresh water 
aquifers. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to the Director of the Office of 
Pipeline and Producer Regulation by 
Commission Order No. 97, issued in 
Docket No. RM80-68 (45 FR 53456, 
August 12, 1980), notice is hereby given 
of the proposal submitted by Texas that 
the Upper Cisco Formation, as described 
and delineated in Texas’ 
recommendation as filed with the 
Commission, be designated as a tight 
formation pursuant to § 271.703. - 


IV. Public Comment Procedures 


Interested persons may comment on 
this proposed rulemaking by submitting 
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written data, views or arguments to the 
Office of the Secretary, Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 
20426, on or before April 22, 1982. Each 
person submitting a comment should 
indicate that the comment is being 
submitted in Docket No. RM79-76 
(Texas—3 Addition II), and should give 
reasons including supporting data for 
any recommendations. Comments : 
should include the name, title, mailing 
address, and telephone number of one 
person to whom communications 
concerning the proposal may be 
addressed. An original and 14 
conformed copies should be filed with 
the Secretary of the Commission. 
Written comments will be available for 
public inspection at the Commission's 
Office of Public Information, Room 1000, 
825 North Capitol Street, NE., 
Washington, D.C., during business 
hours. : 

Any person wishing to present 
testimony, views, data, or otherwise 
participate at a public hearing should 
notify the Commission in writing that 
they wish to make an oral presentation 
and therefore request a public hearing. 
Such request shall specify the amount of 
time requested at the hearing. Requests 
should be filed with the Secretary of the 
Commission no later than April 7, 1982. 


(Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978, 15 U.S.C. 
3301-3342) 

Accordingly, the Commission 
proposes to amend the regulations in 
part 271, Subchapter H, Chapter I, Title 
18, Code of Federal Regulations, as set 
forth below, in the event Texas’ 
recommendation is adopted. 

Kenneth A. Williams, 
Director Office of Pipeline and Producer 
Regulation. 


PART 271—CEILING PRICES 


Section 271.703 is revised in 
paragraph (d)(12) to read as follows: 


§ 271.703 Tight formations. 


* * * * * 


(a) Designated tight formations.—The 
following formations are designated as 
tight formations. A more detailed 
description of the geographical extent 
and geological parameters of the 
designated tight formations is located in 
the Commission's official file for Docket 
No. RM 79-76, subindexed as indicated, — 
and is also located in the official files of 
the jurisdictional agency that submitted 
the recommendation. 

(12) Cisco Sandstone Formation in 
Texas. RM79-76 (Texas—3). 


* * * * * 
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(ii) Credo, East (Cisco, Upper) Field. 

(A) Delineation of formation.—The 
Upper Cisco Formation is located in the 
northeastern corner of Sterling County, 
in west Texas, and includes 24 sections 
in Block 29, W & NW Survey, 13 sections 
in Block 31, T-4-S, T & P RR Survey, 15 
sections in Block 17, SP RR Survey, 5 
sections in Block 14, SP RR Survey, 36 
sections in Block 23, H & TC RR Survey 
and 3 sections in J. G. Soulard Survey. 

(B) Depth.—The top and base of the 
Cisco Formation located in the Credo, 
East (Cisco, Upper) Field are found at an 
approximate depth of 7,125 feet and 
7,550 feet, respectively, as measured in 
the log of the HNG Oil Co. No. 21-1 
McEntire well. 
[FR Doc. 82-8148 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 


Food and Drug Administration 


21 CFR Part 102 
[Docket No. 80N-0140] 


Common or Usual Names for 
Nonstandarized Foods; Diluted Fruit or 
Vegetable Juice Beverages; 

Extension of Effective Date 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 


ACTION: Proposal to extend effective 
date. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is proposing to 
extend the period of time for compliance 
with the labeling requirements of the 
common or usual name established for 
diluted fruit or vegetable beverages for 
all affected products initially introduced 
or initially delivered for introduction 
into interstate commerce from July 1, 
1982 to July 1, 1984. 

DATE: Comments by May 25, 1982. 


ADDRESS: Written comments to the 
Dockets Management Branch (HFA- 
305), Food and Drug Administration, Rm. 
4-62, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 
20857. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Howard N. Pippin, Bureau of Foods 
(HHF-312), Food and Drug 
Administration, 200 C Street SW., 
Washington, DC 20204, 202-245-3092. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the 
Federal Register of June 10, 1980 (45 FR 
39247), FDA issued a final regulation 
concerning label statements for diluted 
fruit or vegetable juice beverages other 
than diluted orange juice beverages (21 
CFR 102.33). Subsequently, the effective 
date was deferred until July 1, 1982, by a 


document published in the Federal 
Register of December 5, 1980 (45 FR 

FDA is required by the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act, Executive Order 12291, 
and the Paperwork Reduction Act of 
1980 to review its existing regulations. 
FDA published a notice in the Federal 
Register of July 14, 1981 (46 FR 36333) 
announcing the undertaking of a 
systematic review of its rules. Among 
the regulations slated for review by FDA 
during the retrospective review process 
are those concerning diluted orange 
juice beverages (21 CFR 102.32, 
published as § 102.9 in the Federal 
Register of March 14, 1973 (38 FR 6969); 
recodified in the Federal Register of 
March 15, 1977 (42 FR 14322)) and 
noncarbonated beverage products 
containing no fruit or vegetable juice (21 
CFR 102.30, published as § 102.10 in the 
Federal Register of August 2, 1973 (38 FR 
20742); recodified in the Federal Register 
of March 15, 1977 (42 FR 14322). The 
regulation which is the subject of this 
proposal is similar to the two listed 
above in that all three regulations 
require label declarations of the 
presence or absence of fruit or vegetable 
juices in the beverages. 

The diluted fruit or vegetable juice 
beverages regulation, which is the 
subject of this proposal, and the diluted 
orange juice beverages regulation both 
require the label declaration of the 
percent, in 5-percent increments, of each 
juice in the beverage. The 
noncarbonated beverage products 
containing no fruit or vegetable juice 
regulation requires a statement that the 
beverage contains no juice when the 
labeling or color and flavor of the 
beverage represents, suggests, or implies 
that any fruit or vegetable juice may be 
present. Because of the similarity of 
these three regulations, FDA believes 
that it is appropriate to review them 
together. During such a review FDA will 
consider the comments recently 
received about the diluted fruit and 
vegetable juice beverages regulation, 
including those objections received 
through the Vice President's Task Force 
for Regulatory Relief. It appears likely 
that similar action will be taken on all 
three regulations unless FDA receives 
information about one regulation that 
demonstrates its uniqueness as 
compared to the other two. 

If the diluted fruit and vegetable juice 
regulation were to become effective 
while undergoing review, affected 
manufacturers would incur substantial 
compliance costs that may later be 
found unnecessary should the review 
process result in a decision to revoke or 
modify the regulations. Accordingly, 
FDA is proposing to postpone its 


effective date until July 1, 1984. Firms 
that have voluntarily changed their 
labels to comply with the regulation in 
anticipation of the July 1, 1982 effective 
date may continue to use them legally. 
Firms that postpone ordering new labels 
during its rulemaking process will be 
allowed a reasonable time to order 
labels and come into compliance if FDA 
decides not to extend the effective date. 

Therefore, under the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (secs. 201{n), 
403, 701(a), 52 Stat. 1041 as amended, 
1047-1048 as amended, 1055 (21 U.S.C. 
321{n), 343, 371(a))) and under 21 CFR 
5.11 (see 46 FR 26052; May 11, 1981), it is 
proposed that the effective date for 
compliance with the labeling 
requirements of § 102.33 Diluted fruit or 
vegetable juice beverages other than 
diluted orange juice beverages be July 1, 
1984. 

Interested persons may, on or before 
May 25, 1982 submit to the Dockets 
Management Branch (address above), 
written comments regarding this 
proposal. Two copies of any comments 
are to be submitted, except that 
individuals may submit one copy. 
Comments are to be identified with the 
docket number found in brackets in the 
heading of this document. Received 
comments may be seen in the office 
above between 9 a.m. and 4 p.m., 
Monday through Friday. 

Dated: Febuary 4, 1982. 

Arthur Hull Hayes, Jr., 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 
Dated: March 19, 1982. 
Richard S. Schweiker, 
Secretary, Department of Health and Human 
Services. 
[FR Doc. 82-8198 Filed 3-24-82; 10-02 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-41 


21 CFR Part 145 
[Docket No. 81N-0271] 


Canned Tropical Fruit Salad; 
Termination of Consideration of 
Codex Standard 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 


ACTION: Advance notice of proposed 
rulemaking; termination of 
consideration. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is terminating 
consideration of the establishment of a 
U.S. standard for canned tropical fruit 
salad based on the Recommended 
International Standard for Canned 
Tropical Fruit Salad (Codex standard) 
because there is neither sufficient 





interest nor need to warrant proposing a | 


U.S. standard for this food. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: March 26, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

F. Leo Kauffman, Bureau of Foods (HFF- 
214), Food and Drug Administration, 200 
C St. SW., Washington, DC 20204, 202- 
245-1164. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the 
Federal Register of October 23, 1981 (46 
FR 51923), FDA published an advance 
notice of proposed rulemaking that 
offered interested persons an 
opportunity to review the Codex 
standard and to comment on the 
desirability and need for a U.S. standard 
for this food. The Codex standard was 
submitted to the United States for 
consideration for acceptance by the 
Joint Food and Agriculture 
Organization/World Health 
Organization Codex Alimentarius 
Commission. 

Two comments were received in 
response to the advance notice of 
proposed rulemaking. 

One comment advanced no position 
on whether a U.S. standard is necessary 
for canned tropical fruit salad, but, 
instead, addressed other considerations. 
The other comment, submitted by the 
Del Monte Corp., advised that no 
evidence supports the need for a U.S. 
standard for canned tropical fruit salad, 
and, therefore, opposed such a standard. 
Establishment of a standard, the 
comment continued, is inappropriate 
and would not serve the interest of 
consumers. 

Having considered the comments 
received, FDA has concluded that there, 
is neither sufficient interest nor need to 
warrant proposing a U.S. standard at 
this time for canned tropical fruit salad 
under the authority of section 401 of the. 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
(21 U.S.C. 341). 

Therefore, under the procedures in 21 
CFR 130.6, notice is given that the 
Commissioner of Food and- Drugs has 
terminated consideration of developing 
a U.S. standard for canned tropical fruit 
salad based on the Codex standard. 
This action is without prejudice to 
further consideration of the 
development of a U.S. standard for 
canned tropical fruit salad upon 
appropriate justification. 

FDA will inform the Codex 
Alimentarius Commission that an 
imported food which complies with the 
requirements of the Codex standard - 
may more freely in interstate commerce 
in this country, providing it complies 
with applicable U.S. laws and 
regulations. 


Dated: March 19, 1982. 
William F. Randolph, 
Acting Associate Commissioner for 
Regulatory Affairs. 
[FR Doc. 82-8091 Filed 3-25-82: 6:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-™ 


21 CFR Part 148 
[Docket No. 81N-0272] 


Quick Frozen Blueberries; Termination 
of Consideration of Codex Standard 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 


ACTION: Advance notice of proposed 
rulemaking: Termination of 
consideration. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is terminating 
consideration of the establishment of a 
U.S. standard for quick frozen, 
blueberries based on the Recommended 
International Standard for Quick Frozen 
Blueberries (Codex standard) because 
there is neither sufficient interest nor 
need to warrant proposing a U.S. 
standard for this food. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 26, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

F. Leo Kauffman, Bureau of Foods (HFF- 
214), Food and Drug Administration, 200 
C St. SW., Washington, DC 20204, 202- 
245-1164. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the 
Federal Register of October 23, 1981 (46 
FR 51926), FDA published an advance 
notice of proposed rulemaking that 
offered interested persons an 
opportunity to review the Codex 
standard and to comment on the 
desirability and need for a U.S. standard 
for this food. The Codex standard was 
submitted to the United States for 
consideration for acceptance by the 
Joint Food and Agriculture — 
Organization/World Health 
Organization Codex Alimentarius 
Commission. 

Two comments were received in 
response to the advance notice of 
proposed rulemaking. 

The American Frozen Food Institute 
advanced no position on whether a U.S. 
standard for quick frozen blueberries is 
necessary, but, instead noted specific 
restrictions in the Codex standard that, 
if adopted, would cause economic 
hardships on the U.S. frozen blueberry 
industry. The North American Blueberry 
Council recommended that FDA not 
establish a standard. 

Having considered the comments 
received, FDA has concluded that there 
is neithér sufficient interest nor need to 
warrant proposing a U.S. standard at 
this time for quick frozen blueberries 
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under the authority of section 401 of the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
(21 U.S.C. 341). 

Therefore, under the procedures in 21 
CFR 130.6, notice is given that the 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs has 
terminated consideration of developing 
a U.S. standard for quick frozen 
blueberries based on the Codex 
standard. This action is without 
prejudice to further consideration of the 
development of a U.S, standard for 
quick frozen blueberries upon 
appropriate justification. 

FDA will inform the Codex 
Alimentarius Commission that an 
imported food which complies with the 
requirements of the Codex standard 
may move freely in interstate commerce 
in this country, providing it complies 
with applicable U.S. laws and 
regulations. 


Dated: March 19, 1982. 
William F. Randolph, 
Acting Associate Commissioner for 
Regulatory Affairs. 
[FR Doc. 82-8089 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


21 CFR Part 158 
[Docket No. 81N-0270} 


Quick Frozen Leeks; Termination of 
Consideration of Codex Standard 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 


ACTION: Advance notice of proposed 
rulemaking; termination of 
consideration. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is terminating 
consideration of the establishment of a 
U.S. standard for quick frozen leeks 
based on the Recommended 
International Standard for Quick Frozen 
Leek (Codex standard) because there is 
neither sufficient interest nor need to 
warrant proposing a U.S. standard for 
this food. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: March 26, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

F. Leo Kauffman, Bureau of Foods (HFF- 
214), Food and Drug Administration, 200 
C St., SW., Washington, DC 20204, 202- 
245-1164. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the 
Federal Register of October 20, 1981 (46 
FR 51402), FDA published an advance 
notice of proposed rulemaking that 
offered interested persons an 
opportunity to review the Codex 
standard and to comment on the 
desirability and need for a U.S. standard 
for this food. The Codex standard was 
submitted to the United States for 
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consideration for acceptance by the 
Joint Food and Agriculture 
Organization/World Health 
Organization Codex Alimentarius 
Commission. 

No comments were received in 
response to the advance notice of 
proposed rulemaki 

FDA, therefore, has concluded that 
there is neither sufficient interest nor 
need to warrant proposing a U.S. 
standard at this time for quick frozen 
leeks under the authority of section 401 
of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (21 U.S.C. 341). 

Therefore, under the procedures in 21 
CFR 130.6, notice is given that the 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs has 
terminated consideration of developing 
a U.S. standard for quick frozen leeks 
based on the Codex standard. This 
action is without prejudice to further _ 
consideration of the development of a 
U.S. standard for quick frozen leeks 
upon appropriate justification. 

FDA will inform the Codex 
Alimentarius Commission that an 
imported food which complies with the 
requirement of the Codex standard may 
move freely in interstate commerce in 
this country, providing it complies with 
applicable U.S. laws and regulations. 

Dated: March 18, 1982. 

William F. Randolph, 

Acting Associate Commissioner for 
Regulatory Affairs. 

[FR Doc. 82-8012 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 


Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration 


29 CFR Part 1910 
[Docket No. H-103S] 


Educational/Scientific Diving 


AGENCY: Occupational Safety and 
Health Administration, Labor. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: Educational institutions 
performing scientific diving for research 
and development purposes 
(educational/scientific diving) are 
currently required to comply with the 
provisions of 29 CFR Part 1910, Subpart 
T, Commercial Diving Operations. These 
requirements have placed considerable 
burden on educational institutions, 
causing them to limit their diving 
research programs and are, thus, 
counterproductive. 

Information, data, and comments 
submitted to OSHA indicate that there 
are significant differences between 


commercial diving and educational/ 
scientific diving. As a result, application 
of Subpart T to the educational/ 
scientific diving community appears to 
be inappropriate. Therefore, OSHA is 
proposing in this notice to remove from 
the coverage of Subpart T, those diving 
operations performed solely for marine 
scientific research and development 
purposes by educational institutions. 


DATE: Comments must be postmarked 
by May 10, 1982. Hearing requests must 
be postmarked by April 26, 1982. 
AppreEss: Comments, information and 
hearing requests should be submitted in 
quadruplicate to the Docket Officer, 
Docket No. H-1035, U.S. Department of 
Labor, Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration, Room $6212, 200 
Constitution Avenue, N.W., Washington, 
D.C. 20210. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Glen Gardner or Ms. Joanne E. 
Slattery, U.S. Department of Labor, 
Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration, Room N3463, 200 
Constitution Ave., N.W., Washington, 
D.C. 20210, (202) 523-7225. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


I. Background 


On November 5, 1976, OSHA 
published a notice of proposed 
rulemaking with respect to commercial 
diving operations (41 FR 48950). This 
proposal was published concurrently 
with a notice of hearing on commercial 
diving operations issued by the U.S. 
Coast Guard (41 FR 48969). Public 
hearings were held by OSHA, with the 
participation of the U.S. Coast Guard, in 
New Orleans, Louisiana, on December 
16-21, 1976, and January 10-14, 1977. 
The record of this rulemaking was used 
in the development and promulgation of 
the OSHA final standard, published July 
22, 1977 (42 FR 37650), and the U.S. 
Coast Guard's notice of proposed 
rulemaking, published on November 10, 
1977 (42 FR 58712). 

The OSHA final standard for 
commercial diving operations, codified 
as §§ 1910.401-441, Subpart T of 29 CFR 
Part 1910, did not exempt diving 
operations performed solely for marine 
scientific research and development 
purposes by educational institutions. 
However, the U.S. Coast Guard 
proposal, which was similar in content 
to the final OSHA standard, proposed to 
exempt educational/scientific diving. 
Based on the comments received in 
response to their proposal, the Coast 
Guard's final rule published November 
16, 1978, did provide an exemption for 
educational/ scientific diving (43 FR 
53683). 


13005 


Since the publication of Subpart T, 
OSHA has received requests from 
various individuals and organizations to 
reconsider its coverage of educational/ 
scientific diving. They have noted that it 
is customary for the educational diving 
conimunity to follow well-established, 
consensual standards of safe practice. 
The first set of consensual standards - 
was developed by the Scripps Institute 
of Oceanography in the 1950's. In 1973, 
diving safety boards and committees 
from ten major educational institutions 
involved in scientific diving met and 
accepted the University of California 
Guide for Diving Safety as a minimum 
standard for their individual programs 
(Reference 1). Therefore, it is contended 
that most educational institutions were 
complying with this consensual 
standard with limited modifications for 
regional and operational variations in 
diving before the publication of the 
OSHA final standard. These educational 
institutions have pointed to their 
excellent safety record prior to OSHA, 
attributing it to the effectiveness of their 
self-regulation. They question whether 
the improvements in safety and health 
resulting from compliance with the 
OSHA standard are sufficient in relation 
to the large increase in economic burden 
which the OSHA standard has placed 
on the educational institutions. Further, 
they believe that a number of the OSHA 
provisions may have substantially 
decreased the level of safety and, in 
some cases, may have introduced 
potential hazards that the consensus 
standard has long since eliminated. 

Finally, they have noted the 
differences between commercial diving 
and educational/scientific diving. The 
educational/scientific diver is an 
observer and data gatherer who chooses 
the work area and diving conditions 
which will minimize environmental 
stresses and maximize the safety and 
efficiency of gathering data. 

It has been noted that the 
educational/scientific diver has pane 
safety as the major consideration in the 
choice of the dive site. This choice of 
dive site includes considerations for the 
sea state, visibility, current, accessibility 
and depth. Unlike the commercial diver, 
the educational/scientific diver chooses 
when to dive, as well as the length of 
time to be spent underwater based on 
environmental conditions. Again, unlike 
some areas of commercial diving, the 
tasks encountered are usually light, 
short in duration, and involve 
observation of natural phenomena or 
responses of natural systems. If any 
handtools are used, they are no more . 
than simple non-powered handtools, 
such as screwdrivers and pliers, applied 
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to a simple system or used either in the 
collection of samples or in the locating 
and setting of data-gathering devices. 
The gear worn by these divers is almost 
exclusively open-circuit SCUBA (self- 
contained underwater breathing 
apparatus) which is used almost entirely 
under no-decompression conditions. 


Based on the concerns expressed 
above, on August 17, 1979, OSHA 
published an advance notice of 
proposed rulemaking (ANPR} 
concerning the appropriateness of 
applying Subpart T to educational/ 
scientific diving (44 FR 48274}. OSHA 
received 51 comments in response to the 
ANPR. Educational institutions 
submitted 25 of the 51 responses and 
were unanimous in recommending the 
exemption of educational/scientific 
diving activities from Subpart T. The 
majority of the remaining comments 
supported an exemption for all scientific 
diving. 

The commenters recommending an 
exemption contended that the 
application of Subpart T to educational/ 
scientific diving is inappropriate 
because there are very significant 
differences between this type of diving 
and commercial diving. The following 
comment is an example of those which 
described these differences (Comment 
16): 

A commercial diver may be required to 
work under nearly any environmental 
condition, at any location, and at any time. 
Failure for an employee to work under 
“adverse” conditions could be a basis for 
dismissal or not receiving pay. In contrast, 
the working conditions of the scientific diver 
are not generally determined by a particular 
job or task and diving operations.are not 
generally conducted under adverse 
environmental conditions. The scientific 
diver can select both task and environmental 
conditions consistent with his/her training, 
physical condition, and experience. The 
diving depth, equipment, task and 
environmental exposure are rigidly controlled 
by the university, agency, and/or individual 

iver. 


Commenters supporting the exemption 
of educational/scientific diving also 
contended that, as a result of effective, 
long-term self-regulation, they have 
maintained an excellent safety record. 
Several comments received from 
educational institutions contained 
accident data associated with their own 
diving experience to illustrate their 
safety record. For example, one 
commenter (Comment 15) said: 

In nearly fifteen years of scientific diving 
operations, the University of Rhode Island 
has had no accidents resulting in permanent 
disability or loss of life. 


A comment from the University of 
New Hampshire (Comment 17) 
remarked: 


The University’s total SCUBA hours for the 
period of 1971 to 1979 is approximately fifty 
thousand (50,000) without a pressure-related 
accident—and only two accidents of any kind 
(a twisted ankle on a shore and a split eye lid 
in the pool). 


Another commenter (Comment 18) 
stated: 


The total number of dives since the 
program originated is approximately 42,000. 

It should be noted that with 42,000 dives, 
not one case of air embolism or 
decompression injury was recorded, nor has 
there been a death at the U.C.S.B. campus. 


Since the publication of the ANPR, 
OSHA has received additional 
information concerning the safety record 
of the educational/ scientific diving 
community. This information includes a 
survey which was completed in 1980 
regarding the number of incidents 
occurring during scientfic diving 
operations (Reference 2). The survey 
represented 80 respondents and 
generally covered the time period 1965 
to 1980. Of the 80 respondents, 32 
educational institutions reported two 
deaths and 19 accidents (not necessarily 
OSHA recordable injuries) during this 
15-year period which represents 
1,086,274 actual diving-day hours {not 
total employment hours). This 
information represents important 
evidence of their successful self- 
regulation. 


Il. The Proposed Modification 


The responses to the ANPR, together 
with data and views presented in the 
references to this notice, have convinced 
OSHA that an exemption for 
educational/ scientific diving may be 
justified. Therefore, OSHA is in this 
notice proposing an exemption for 
educational/scientific diving which is 
identical to that which is presently 
contained in the U.S. Coast Guard’s 
standard for commercial diving 
operations (46 CFR Part 197). In addition 
to providing relief from the OSHA 
standard, the use of an exemption 
identical with that of the U.S. Coast 
Guard will help to maintain consistency 
of diving regulations between the two 
regulatory agencies. 

OSHA realizes that some of the data 
and information contained in certain 
referenced documents may pertain to 
the scientific diving community in 
general, and not only to educational 
institutions which perform such diving. 
However, if exemption for other sectors 
of the scientific diving community is to 
be considered, OSHA needs more 
specific information with respect to 
those sectors. In responding to the 
following questions, therefore, 
interested persons or organizations are 
requested to provide whatever 
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supporting data is available for 
determining the appropriate scope of the 
exemption: 


1. Should OSHA adopt the second 
exemption provided by the U.S. Coast Guard 
standard (§ 197.202{a)}{2)) which states that 
the standard does not apply to any diving 
operation “performed solely for research and 
development for the advancement of diving 
equipment and technology?” 

2. Should OSHA exempt all scientific 
diving? If so, how should OSHA define those 
activities which constitute scientific diving? 

3. Should OSHA only exempt scientific 
diving when such diving complies with an 
alternative standard which provides divers a 
comparable level of safety and health as 
OSHA's Subpart T standard? 


OSHA will carefully evaluate the 
responses to the questions posed above, 
as well as other comments received as a 
result of this notice, to determine if the 
final standard should provide additional 
exemptions. 

The commercial diving standard was 
issued after consultation with the 
Construction Advisory Committee under 
section 107 of the Construction Safety 
Act (40 U.S.C. 333). Because the 
proposal to exempt educational/ 
scientific diving is not expected to affect 
the diving standard as applied to 
construction under 29 CFR 1926.605fe), 
this proposal is not being referred to 
that committee for review. 


Ill. References 


1. Occupational Safety and Health 
Standards Board, Department of 
Industrial Relations, State of California; 
“Report of the Advisory Committee on 
Scientific and Technical Diving > 
Operations.” August 30, 1979. 

2. Bell, Richard L.; University of 
California at Davis. Cotrespondence 
including Appendices A-E. June 20, 
1980. 

3. California Advisory Committee on 
Scientific and Technical Diving; 
“Analyzing Part 1910 Occupational 
Health and Safety Standards Title 29 
Subpart T (Commercial Diving 
Operations).” February, 1978. 

4. U.S, Underwriter Diving Fatality 
Statistics, 1970-1978; University of 
Rhode Island. September, 1980. 


IV. Regulatory Assessment 


The proposed rulemaking to remove 
educational/scientific diving from 
coverage under Subpart T is not a 
“Major” action as defined by Executive 
Order No. 12291 (46 FR 13193, February 
19, 1981) as it will not have an annual 
effect on the economy of $100 million or 
more, Cause major increases in costs or 
prices, or have any other significant 
adverse effects. 
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Educational institutions performing 
marine scientific research and. 
development are currently required to 
comply with provisions of 29 CFR Part 
1910 Subpart T, “Commercial Diving 
Operations.” Many of these provisions 
have placed economic burdens on 
educational institutions and have 
impaired valuable scientific and 
technical programs. The additional 
safety and health requirements may not 
have increased actual safety, even 
incrementally. For example, in the 
California Advisory Committee on 
Scientific and Technical Diving report 
(Reference 3), educational/ scientific 
divers estimated the per institution cost 
of complying with the decompression 
provisions to be $80,000 initially and 
$30,000: annually thereafter. As there are 
80 educational institutions offering 
undergraduate and/or graduate degree 
programs in oceanography, the total cost 
of the current provision is estimated to 
be $6.4 million in the first year and $2.4 
million per year thereafter. The 
exemption of educational/ scientific 
institutions from the current standard 
would eliminate unnecessary costs to 
educational institutions while not 
reducing diver safety. 

‘ In addition, pursuant to the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980 (Pub. 
L. 96-353, 94 Stat. 1164 (5 U.S.C. 60T et 
seq.)), OSHA certifies that this 
rulemaking will! not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. Of the 80 
educational institutions noted above, 
there are only two with total 
enrollments of less thar 1,000: (This was 
used as the determining factor to define 
a small educational institution. The 
Small Business Administration’s Criteria 
of profit making was not appropriate in 
this case.) These two institutions 
represent less than one percent of all 
educational institutions in the U.S. with 
an enrollment of less than 1,000 and 
therefore, are not deemed to be a 
substantial number. Further, the 
proposed exemption is expected to 
result im beneficial effects for both small 
and large entities. 


V. Public Participation 


Interested persons are invited to 
submit written data, views and 
arguments with respect to this proposal. 
These comments must be postmarked by 
and submitted in quadruplicate to the 
Docket Officer, Docket H-103S, U.S. 
Department of Labor, Occupational 
Safety and Health Administration, 
Room $6212, 200 Constitution Avenue, 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20210. 

The data, views and arguments that 
are submitted will be available for 
public inspection and copying at the 


above address. All timely submissions 
received will be made a part of the 
record of this proceeding, 

Additionally, under section 6(b)(3) of 
the OSH Act and 29 CFR 1911.11, 
interested persons may file objections to 
the proposal and request an informal 
hearing. The objections and hearing 
requests should be submitted in 
quadruplicate to the Docket Officer at 
the address above and must comply 
with the following conditions: 


1. The objection must include the name and 
address of the ebjector; 
2. The objections must be postmarked by 


3. The objections must. specify with 
particularity the provisions of the proposed 
rule to which objection is taken and must 
state the grounds therefor; 

4. Each objection: must be separately stated 
and numbered; and 

5. The objections must be accompanied by 
a detailed summary of the evidence proposed 
to be adduced at the requested hearing. 


VI. Autherity 


This document was prepared under 
the direction of Thorne G. Auchter, 
Assistant Secretary of Labor for 
Occupational Safety and Health, U.S. 
Department of Labor,.200 Constitution 
Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20210. 


PART 1910—OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY 
AND HEALTH STANDARDS 


Accordingly, pursuant to: sections 6{(b) 
and 8({c} of the Occupational Safety and 
Health Act of 1970 (84 Stat. 1593, 1599; 
29 U.S.C. 655, 657), section 41 of the 
Longshoremen’s and Harbor Workers’ 
Compensation Act (44 Stat. 1444 as 
amended; 33 U.S.C. 941), Secretary of 
Labor's Order No. 8-76 (41 FR 25059), 
and 29CFR Part 1911, it is proposed to 
amend § 1910:401 of Part 1910 of Title 29 
of the Code of Federal Regulations, by 
adding a new paragraph (a)(2)f{iv) to 
read as follows: 


§ 1910.401 Scope and application. 

(a) *ee 

(2) ** 

{iv} Performed solely for marine 
scientific research and developrient 
purposes by educational institutions. 


* * * * . 


Signed at Washington, D.C. this 23d day of 
March 1982. 
Thorne G. Auchter, 
Assistant Secretary of Labor. 
(FR Doc. 62-8118 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-26-M 
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Pension and Welfare Benefit Programs 
29 CFR Part 2520 
Employee Benefit Plans; Reporting 
and Disclosure 


AGENCY: Office of Pension and Welfare 
Benefit Programs, Labor. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: This. document contains a 
notice of a proposed amendment to a 
regulation under the employee 
Retirement Income Security Act of 1974 
(ERISA) relating to certain reporting and 
disclosure requirements applicable to 
employee benefit plans. The amendment 
would permit a plan administrator to 
defer distribution of updated summary 
plan descriptions to participants and 
beneficiaries receiving benefits under 
the plan until five years after the date on 
which a summary plan description (or 
update) was last distributed. The 
amendment would also provide that the 
first updated summary plan description 
required under ERISA need not be 
distributed, in any event, prior to 
November 16,1982. The amendment 
would contain parallel deferral 
provisions with respect to. ERISA’s 
requirement that a summary plan 
description be distributed, even if there 
have been no amendments to the plan, 
every ten years after the plan first 
becomes subject to Part 1 of Title I of 
ERISA. In the absence of these 
revisions, a plan administrator may be 
required, under some circumstances, to 
furnish summary plan descriptions or 
updated summary plan descriptions to 
participants: and beneficiaries at 
intervals less than five (or ten) years. 


DATES: The regulation is proposed to be 
effective as of January 1, 1980. Written 
comments concerning the regulation 
must be received by the Department on 
or before May 25, 1982. 


ADDRESS: Interested persons are invited 
to submit written comments concerning 
the regulation to the Division of 
Reporting and Disclosure, Pension and 
Welfare Benefit Programs, 

Room N-4508, U.S. Department of Labor, 
200 Constitution Avenue, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20216, Attention: 
Updated SPD Regulation. All 
submissions will be available for public 
inspection at the Public Documents 
Room, Pension and Welfare Benefit 
Programs, U.S. Department of Labor, 
Room N-4677, 200 Constitution Avenue, 
NW..,. Washington, D.C. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
John A. Malagrin, Pension and Welfare 
Benefit Programs, U.S. Department of 
Labor, Washington, D.C., (202) 523-8684 
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(this is not a toll-free number), or Stevan 
W. Durovic, Esq., Plan Benefits Security 
Division, Office of the Solicitor, U.S. 
Department of Labor, Washington, D.C., 
(202) 523-7924 (this is not a toll-free 
number). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Notice is 
hereby given that the Department 
proposes to amend Part 2520 of Chapter 
XXV of Title 29 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations by adding a new paragraph. 
(b) to § 2520.104b-2, as discussed below. 
On July 19, 1977, the Department 
published in the Federal Register (42 FR 
37187, amended 45 FR 14032, March 4, 
1980) a final regulation, 29 CFR 
2520.104b-2, relating to, among other 
things, the requirement of section 
104(b)(1) of ERISA that the 
administrator of an employee benefit 
plan furnish each participant covered 
under the plan and each beneficiary 
receiving benefits under the plan with a 
copy of the summary plan description 
(SPD) described in section 102(a)(1) of 
ERISA. Section 104(b)(1) provides, in 
part, that each such participant and 
beneficiary be furnished with a copy of 
the SPD not later than (1) 90 days after 
he becomes a participant (or, in the case 
of a beneficiary, 90 days after he first 
receives benefits under the plan), or (2) 
if later, within 120 days after the plan 
becomes subject to Part 1 of Title I of 
ERISA. Section 104(b)(1) also provides 
that: 


The administrator shall furnish to each 
participant, and each beneficiary receiving 
benefits under the plan, every fifth year after 
the plan becomes subject to this part an 
updated summary plan description described 
in section 102 which integrates all plan 
amendments made within such five year 
period, except that in a case where no 
amendments have been made to a plan 
during such five-year period this sentence 
shall not apply. Notwithstanding the 
foregoing, the administrator shall furnish to 
each participant, and to each beneficiary 
receiving benefits under the plan, the 
summary plan description described in 
section 102 every tenth year after the plan 
becomes subject to this part. 


Paragraph (b) of regulation 104b-2, 
entitled “Periods for furnishing updated 
summary plan descriptions”, was 
reserved. 

The periods prescribed in section 
104(b)(1) for the initial distribution of the 
SPD were the subject of several 
regulatory actions by the Department 
following the enactment of ERISA. 

As a result of these regulatory actions, 
plan administrators were permitted 
generally to defer compliance with the 
requirements to distribute the initial 
SPD until November 16, 1977, and, in 
some instances, later. The SPD 
“updating” requirements of section 


104(b)(1) are not, however, related to the 
time when the initial SPD was in fact 
distributed; rather, as noted above, the 
relevant periods are every five or ten 
years after a plan first becomes subject 
to Part 1 of Title I of ERISA. Thus, the 
present requirements for timely 
distribution of an updated SPD may 
result in distribution of an updated or 
replacement SPD before five or ten 
years, respectively, have elapsed since 
the initial SPD was distributed. The 
Department has concluded that this 
result would be burdensome. 

Accordingly, the Department, 
pursuant to the authority contained in 
sections 104 and 110 of ERISA, proposes 
to adopt an amendment to regulation 29 
CFR 2520.104b-2, which would provide a 
means whereby a plan administrator 
need not distribute an updated or 
replacement SPD before five or ten 
years, respectively, have elapsed since 
the last SPD or updated SPD was in fact 
distributed. The amendment also would 
provide that, in any event, distribution 
of an initial updated SPD would not be 
required prior to November 16, 1982. 

Executive Order 12291 Statement: 
Pursuant to the requirements of 
Executive Order 12291, it is the 
Department's determination that this 
regulation is not a “major rule” as that 
term is used in the Order because it 
does not appear that the regulation will 
result in: an annual effect on the 
economy of $100 million or more; a 
major increase in costs or prices for 
consumers, individual industries, 
government agencies, or geographic 
regions; or significant adverse effects on 
competition, employment, investment, 
productivity, innovation, or on the 
ability of United States-based 
enterprises to compete with foreign- 
based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets. The regulation should have 
little if any impact on affected plans 
because it involves the simple matter of 
deferring the time at which the update of 
the summary plan description must be 
provided. To the extent there is an 
impact, the deferral will tend to 
eliminate some costs that otherwise 
would be incurred. 

Regulatory Flexibility Act Statement: 
The undersigned has certified that the 
proposed regulation contained in this 
notice will not, if adopted, have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 
Therefore, no regulatory flexibility 
analysis is required in connection with 
this proposal. 

The conclusion that no analysis is 
necessary is based on the following 
determinations. Small entities were 
defined, for these purposes, as employee 
benefit plans covering fewer than 100 
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persons. While some large employers 
may have small plans, in general, most 
small plans are maintained by small 
businesses. Therefore, assessing the 
amendment’s impact on small plans is 
an appropriate substitute for evaluating 
its effects on small entities. Based on 
this definition, 90 percent of pension 
plans (covering ten percent of all 
participants) can be categorized as 
small entities, and 99 percent of welfare 
plans (covering 40 percent of all 
participants) are small entities. 

The amendment, if adopted, would 
defer SPD preparation and distribution 
costs from fiscal year 1982 to FY 1983. 
Any small entities which were in 
existence as of November, 1977 (and 
have not yet filed the updated SPD) 
could be affected by the proposed 
amendment and, thus, incur a shift in 
SPD costs from FY 1982 to 1983. None of 
these small entities would, however, 
note an increase in costs on account of 
the amendment because the amendment 
merely would defer the time by which 
an SPD should be provided. 

The proposed amendment would treat 
small entities and large entities in 
precisely the same fashion. Small 
entities presumably would not find it 
harder or easier than would large 
entities to comply with the proposed 
amendment because both sizes of 
entities would have equal abilities to 
defer their SPD filing dates. 

Paperwork Reduction Act Statement: 
The proposed amendment to the SPD 
update regulation would impose no 
additional paperwork on plans which 
must update their SPDs because the 
amendment merely would defer the time 
by which the SPD must be updated. The 
deferral would result in a shift of SPD 
preparation and distribution burden 
hours from fiscal year 1982 to FY 1983. 

If the regulation were not amended, 
we estimate that one half of the plans in 
existence in 1975, 1976 and 1977 would 
file and distribute the SPD by November 
of 1982 (FY 1983) because that is five 
years after the date the first SPDs 
generally were due (November, 1977). 
The remaining one half would have filed 
a new or updated SPD in a prior year. 

We estimate that the effect of an 
amendment to defer the compliance date 
for updating the SPD would be that one 
half of the plans otherwise expected to 
prepare and distribute updated SPDs in 
FY 1982 would instead wait to do so 
until FY 1983. The remaining one half, 
because they were not aware of the 
contents of the regulation, or because 
they decided to go ahead and file 
anyway, still would file in FY 1982. 

Authority: The regulation set forth 
below is proposed to be adopted 
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pursuant to the authority contained in 
sections 104{a), 110{a), and 505 of ERISA 
(29 USC 1024{a), 1030{a), and 1135). 

Information collection requirements 
contained in this regulation have been 
approved by the Office of Management 
and Budget under the provisions of 44 
U.S.C. Chapter 35 and have been 
assigned OMB #1210-0039. 


In view of the foregoing, § 2520.104b-2 
of Chapter XXV of Title 29 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations is proposed to be 
amended by adding in the appropriate 
place a new paragraph (b) to read as 
follows: 


§ 2520.104b-2 Summary plan description. 


* * * * * 


(b) Periods for furnishing updated 
summary plan description. (1) The 
administrator of an employee benefit 
plan shall furnish to each participant, 
and each beneficiary receiving benefits 
under the plan (other than beneficiaries 
receiving benefits under a welfare plan), 
the updated summary plan description 
required by section 104(b)f1) of the Act 
no later than the later of (i) November 
16, 1982, or (ii) five years after the date a 
summary plan description (or updated 
summary plan description) described in 
section 102 of the Act was last 
distributed to participants and 
beneficiaries. 

(2) In the case of a plan to which no 
amendments have been made between 
the date a summary plan description 
was last distributed to participants and 
beneficiaries and the applicable date 
described in paragraph (b)(1), the 
administrator shall furnish to each 
participant, and to each beneficiary 
receiving benefits under the plan (other 
than beneficiaries receiving benefits 
under a welfare plan) the summary plan 
description required by section 104{b){1) 
of the Act no later than the later of (i) 
November 16, 1987, or {ii} ten years after 
the date a summary plan description for 
updated summary plan description} 
described in section 102 of the Act was 
last distributed to participants and 
beneficiaries. 

Signed at Washington D.C. this 23 day of 
March, 1982. 

Jeffrey N. Clayton, 
Administrator, Pension and Welfare Benefit 


Programs, Labor-Management Services. 
Administration, U-S. Department of Labor 


{FR Doc. 62-8077 Filed 3-23-82; 10:50 am} 
BILLING CODE 4510-29-M 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


Office of Surface Mining Reciamation 
and Enforcement 


30 CFR Part 906 


Abandoned Mine Land Reclamation 
Program 

AGENCY: Office of Surface Mining 
Reclamation and Enforcement (OSM). 
Interior. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 


summary: On February 16, 1982, the 

State of Colorado submitted to OSM its 

proposed Abandoned Mine Land 

Reclamation Plan (Plan) under the 

Surface Mining Control and Reclamation 

Act of 1977 (SMCRA). OSM is seeking 

public comment on the adequacy of the 

State Plan. 

DATE: Written comments on the Plan 

must be received on or before 5:00 p.m., 

April 26, 1982. 

ADDRESSES: Copies of the full text of the 

proposed Colorado Plan are available 

for review during regular business hours 
at the following locations: 

Office of Surface Mining Reclamation 
and Enforcement, New Mexico State 
Office; 219 Central Avenue NW., Suite 
216, Albuquerque, NM 87102 

State of Colorado, Department of 
Natural Resources/Mined Land 
Reclamation Division, 423 Centennial 
Bldg., 1313 Sherman Street, Denver, 
CO 80203 

Office of Surface Mining Reclamation 
and Enforcement, Administrative 
Record, 1100 L Street NW., Rm 5315, 
Washington, D.C. 20240 
Written comments must be mailed or 

hand carried to: State Director, New 

Mexico State Office listed above. 

Comments received after 5:00 p.m.,. April 

26, 1982, will not be considered or® 

included in the administrative record for 

this rulemaking. 

The Administrative Record wil! be 
available for public review at the OSM 
State Office above, on Monday through 
Friday, 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. excluding 
holidays. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Robert H. Hagen, Director, Office of 

Surface Mining State Office, 219 Central 

Ave., NW., Suite 216, Albuquerque, NM 

87102. Telephone: (505) 766-1488. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Title IV 

of the Surface Mining Control and 

Reclamation Act of 1977 (SMCRA), Pub. 

L. 95-87, 30U.S.C. 1201 et seq., 

establishes an abandoned mine land 

reclamation program for the purposes of 
reclaiming and restoring lands and 
water resources adversely affected by 


past mining, This program is funded by 
a reclamation fee imposed upon the 
production of coal. Lands and water 
eligible for reclamation are those that 
were mined or affected by mining and 
abandoned or left in an inadequate 
reclamation status prior to August 3, 
1977 and for which there is no 
continuing reclamation responsibility 
under State or Federal law. 

Title IV provides that if the Secretary 
determines that a State has developed 
and submitted a program for 
reclamation of abandoned mines and 
has the ability and necessary State - 
legislation to implement the provisions 
of Title IV, the Secretary may approve 
the State program and grant to the State 
exclusive responsibility and authority to 
implement the approved program. 

On February 16, 1982, OSM received a 
proposed Abandoned Mine Land 
Reclamation Plan from the State of 
Colorado. The purpose of this 
submission is to demonstrate both the 
intent and capability to assume 
responsibility for administering and 
conducting the provisions of SMCRA 
and OSM’s Abandoned Mine Land 
Reclamation (AMLR) Program (30 CFR 
Chapter Vil, Subchapter R) as published 
in the Federal Register (FR) on October 
25, 1978, 43 FR 49932-49952). 

This notice describes the proposed 
program and sets forth information 
concerning public participation in the 
Assistant Secretary's determination of 
whether or not the submitted Plan may 
be approved. The public participation 
requirements for the consideration of a 
State Plan are found in 30CFR 884.13 
and 884.14 (43 FR 49948 (1978}). 
Additional information may be found 
under ing sections of the 
preamble to OSM’s AMLR Program 
Final Rules (43 FR 49932-49940 (1978)). 

The receipt of the Colorado Plan 
submission is the first step in the 
process which will result in the 
establishment of a comprehensive 
program for the reclamation of 
abandoned mine lands in Colorado. 

By submitting a proposed Plan, 
Colorado has indicated that it wishes to 
be primarily responsible for the 
reclamation of abandoned mine lands in 
Colorado. If the program is disapproved 
and the State does not choose to revise 
the Plan, a Federal AMLR program will 
be implemented and OSM will have 
primary responsibility for these 
activities. 

The State Director has determined 
that the public was provided adequate 
notice and opportunity to be heard on 
the Plan and that the record does not 
reflect any major unresolved 
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controversies. Therefore, a public 
hearing will not be held. 

Representatives of the State Director's 
Office will be available to meet Monday 
through Friday, excluding holidays, 
between 8:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m. in the 
State Director's office at the request of 
members of the public to receive their 
advice and recommendations 
concerning the proposed Colorado 
Reclamation Plan and Program. 

Persons wishing to meet with 
representatives of the State Director’s 
Office during this time period may place 
such request with Wayne D. Oliver, 
telephone 505/766-1486, at the State 
Director's Office. 

The Department intends to continue to 
discuss the State’s Plan with 
representatives of the State throughout 
the review process. All contacts 
between Departmental personnel and 
representatives of the State will be 
conducted in accordance with OSM’s 
guidelines on contacts with States 
published September 19, 1979 at FR 
54444. 

The Office of Surface Mining has 
examined this proposed rulemaking 
under Section 1(b) of Executive Order 
No. 12291 (February 17, 1981) and has 
determined that, based on available 
quantitative data, it does not constitute 
a major rule. The reasons underlying 
this determination are as follows: 


1. Approval will not have an effect on 
costs or prices for consumers, individual 
industries, Federal, State, or local 
government agencies or geographic 
regions; and 

2. Approval will not have adverse 
effects on competition, employment, 
productivity, innovation or on the ability 
of United States-based enterprises to 
compete with foreign-based enterprises 
in domestic or export markets. , 


This proposed rulemaking has been 
examined pursuant to the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 601 et seg., and 
the Office of Surface Mining has 
determined that the rule will not have 
significant economic effects on a 
substantial number of small entities. The 
reasons for this determination are that 
approval will not have demographic 
effects, direct costs, information 
collection and recordkeeping 
requirements, indirect costs, 
nonquantifiable costs, competitive 
effects, enforcement costs or aggregate 
effects on small entities. 

Further, the Office of Surface Mining 
has determined that the Colorado Plan 
will not have a significant effect on the 
quality of the human environment 
because the decision relates only to the 
policies, procedures and organization of 


the State’s Abandoned Mine Land 
Reclamation Program. Therefore, under 
the Department of the Interior Manual 
DM 5162.3(A)(1), the Assistant 
Secretary's decision on the Colorado 
Plan is categorically excluded from the 
National Environmental Policy Act 
requirements. As a result, no 
environmental assessment (EA) nor 
environmental impact statement (EIS) 
has been prepared on this action. It 
should be noted that a programmatic 
EIS was prepared by OSM:in 
conjunction with the implementation of 
Title IV. Moreover, an EA or an EIS will 
be prepared for the approval of grants 
for the abandoned mine land 
reclamation projects under 30 CFR Part 
886. 
The Colorado Abandoned Mine Land 
Reclamation Plan can be approved if: 

1. The Assistant Secretary finds that 
the public has been given adequate 
notice and opportunity to comment, and 
the record does not reflect major 
unresolved controversies. 

2. Views of other Federal agencies 
have been solicited and considered. 

3. The State has the legal authority, 
policies and administrative structure to 
carry out the Plan. 

4. The Plan meets all requirements of 
the OSM, AMLR Program Provisions. 

5. The State has an approved 
Regulatory Program. 

6. It is determined that the Plan is in 
compliance with all applicable State and 
Federal laws and regulations. 

The Colorado Department of Natural 
Resources Mined Land Division has 
been designated by the Governor of the 
State of Colorado to implement and 
enforce the Abandoned Mine Land 
Reclamation Program in accordance 
with SMCRA. The Department has 
developed State regulations to carry out 
the State mandate. Contents of the State 
Plan ‘Submission include: 


(a) Designation of authorized State 
Agency to administer the Program; 

(b) State’s chief legal officer's opinion 
on the authority of the designated 
agency to conduct the program in 
accordance with Title IV of the SMCRA; 

(c) Description of the policies and 
procedures to be followed in conducting 
the Program including: 

(1) Goals and objectives; 

(2) Project ranking and selection 
procedures; 

(3) Coordination with other 


- reclamation projects; 


(4) Land acquisition, management and 
disposal; 

(5) Reclamation on private land; 

(6) Rights of entry; and 

(7) Public participation in the Program; 
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(d) Description of the administrative 
and management structure to be used in 
the Program including: 

(1) Description of the organization of 
the designated agency and its 
relationship to other organizations that 
will participate in the Program; 

(2) Personnel staffing policies; 

(3) Purchasing and procurement 
systems and policies; and 

(4) Description of the accounting 
system including specific procedures for 
operation of the reclamation fund; 

(e) Description of the public’s 
participation in the preparation of the 
Plan; 

(f) A general description of activities 
to be conducted under the Plan 
including: 

(1) Known or suspected eligible lands 
and water requiring reclamation, 
including a map; 

(2) General description of the 
problems identified and how the Plan 
proposes to deal with them; 

(3) General description of how the 
lands to be reclaimed and proposed 
reclamation relate to the surrounding 
lands and land uses; 

(4) A table summarizing the quantities 
of land and water affected and an 
estimate of the quantities to be 
reclaimed during each year covered by 
the Plan; 

(5) General description of the social, 
economic, and environmental conditions 
in the different geographic areas where 
reclamation is planned, including: 

(i) The economic base; 

(ii) Sociologic and demographic 
characteristics; 

(iii) Significant aesthetic, historic or 
cultural, and recreational values; 

(iv) Hydrology, including water 
quality and quantity problems 
associated with past mining; 

(v) Flora and fauna, including 
endangered and threatened species and 
their habitat; 

(vi) Underlying or adjacent coal beds 
and other minerals and projected 
methods of extraction; and 

(vii) Anticipated benefits from 
reclamation. 

Dated: March 10, 1982. 

J. R. Harris, 
Director, Office of Surface Mining. 
Dated: March 18, 1982. 
Daniel N. Miller, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary—Energy and Minerals. 
[FR Doc. 82-8092 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-05-M 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40 CFR Parts 122, 123, 124, and 146 
[W-7-FRL-2082-6] 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION: Notice of public comment 
period and of public hearing. 


SUMMARY: The purpose of this notice is 


to announce that: (1) the Environmental 

Protection Agency has received a 

complete application from the Nebraska 

Department of Environmental Control 

and the Nebraska Oil and Gas 

Conservation Commission requesting 

approval of its Underground Injection 

Control program; (2) the application is 

available for inspection and copying; (3) 

public comments are requested; and (4) 

a public hearing will be held. 

This notice is required by the Safe 
Drinking Water Act as a part of the 
response to the States complying with 
the statutory requirement that there be 
an Underground Injection Control 
program in designated States. 

e proposed comment period and 
public hearing will provide EPA the 
breadth of information and public 
opinion necessary either to approve, 
disapprove, or approve in part and 
disapprove in part the application from 
the Nebraska Department of 
Environmental Contro! to regulate 
Classes I, Il, [V, and V injection wells 
and the Oil and Gas Conservation 
Commission to regulate Class fl 
injection wells. 

DATES: Requests to present oral 

testimony should be filed by April 22, 

1982; Public Hearing will be held on 

April 29, 1982 at 2:00 p.m. Comments 

must be received by May 7, 1982. An 

evening session will be scheduled if 
significant interest exists. 

ADDRESSES: Comments and. requests to 

testify may be mailed to Angela Ludwig, 

Ground Water Section, Environmental 

Protection Agency, Region 7, 324 E. 11th 

Street,. Kansas City, Missouri, 64106. 

Copies of the application and pertinent 

material are available between 8:30 a.m. 

and 4:00 p.m., Monday through teidey at 

the following locations: 

Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region 7, Library, 324 E. 11th Street, 
Kansas City, Missouri, 64106, (816) 
374-2576 

Nebraska Department of Environmental 
Control, P.O. Box 94653, State House 
Station, Lincoln, Nebraska 68509, (402) 
471-2186 


Nebraska Oil & Gas Conservation 
Commission, Box 399, Sidney, 
Nebraska 69162, (308) 2544595. 

The Hearing will be held at the 
Cheyenne County Courthouse, in 
Sidney, Nebraska. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Angela Ludwig, Ground Water Section. 

Environmental Protection Agency, 

Region 7, 324 E. 11th Street, Kansas City, 

Missouri, 64106, (816) 374-6514. 

Comments should also be sent to this 

address. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 

application from the Nebraska 

Department of Environmental Control 

and the Nebraska Oil and Gas 

Conservation Commission is for the 

regulation of all injection wells in the 

State. Fhe application includes a 

description of the State Underground 

Injection Control program, copies of all 

applicable regulations and forms, a 

statement of legal authority, and 

memoranda of agreement between the 

Nebraska Department of Environmental 

Control and the Nebraska Oil and Gas 

Conservation Commission with the 

Region 7 office of the Environmental 

Protection Agency. 

Dated: March 22, 1982 
Bruce R. Barrett, 

Acting Assistant Administrator for Water. 

[FR Doc. 82-8119 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6560-38-M 


40 CFR Part 123 
[W-4-FRL 2087-5] 


State Oil and Gas Board of Alabama; 
Underground Injection Controf 
Primacy Application 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION: Notice of public comment 
period and of public hearing. 


SUMMARY: The purpose of this notice is 


to announce that: (1) the Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) has received a 
complete application from the State Oil 
and Gas Board of Alabama requesting 
approval of its Underground Injection 
Control program; (2) the application is 
available for inspection and copying; (3) 
public comments are requested; and (4) 
a public hearing will be held. 

This notice is required by the Safe 
Drinking Water Act as a part of the 
response to the States complying with 
the statutory requirement that there be 
an Underground Injection Control 
program in designated States. 

The proposed comment period and 
public hearing will provide EPA the 
breadth of information and public 
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opinion necessary to approve, 
disapprove, or approve in part and 
disapprove in part the application from 
the State Oil and Gas Board to regulate 
oil and natural gas related injection 
wells in Alabama. 


DATES: Requests to present oral 
testimony should be filed by the April 
20, 1982; the public hearing will be held 
on April 27, 1982, 2:00 p.m.-4:00 p.m. The 
public comment period closes May 4, 
1982. Comments must be received by 
that date. 


ADDRESSES: Comments and requests to 
testify should be mailed to Curtis F. 
Fehn, Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region EV, 345 Courtland Street, N.E., 
Atlanta, Georgia, 30365. Copies of the 
application and pertinent material are 
available from 8:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. 
and 1:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m., Monday 
through Friday at: 

State Oil and Gas Board of Alabama 
Offices, Walton B. Jones Hall, 
University of Alabama Campus, 
Tuscaloosa, Alabama 35486, (205) 
349-2852 


and from 9:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., Monday 

through Friday at: 

Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region IV, Library, First Floor, 345 
Courtland Street, N.E., Atlanta, 
Georgia 30365, (404) 881-4216 
The hearing will be held in the State 

Oil and Gas Board of Alabama office, 

Board Hearing Room, Walton B. jones 

Hall, University of Alabama Campus, 

Tuscaloosa, Alabama 35486. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Curtis F. Fehn, Groundwater Section, 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region FV, 345 Courtland Street, N_E., 
Atlanta, Georgia 30365 (404) 881-3866. 
Comments should also be sent to this 
address. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
application from the State Oil and Gas 
Board of Alabama is for the regulation 
of all oil and natural gas related 
injection wells in the State. The 
application includes a description of the 
State Underound Injection Control 
program, copies of all applicable rules 
and forms, a statement of legal authority 
and a memorandum of agreement 
between the State Oil and Gas Board of 
Alabama and the Region IV, Office of 
the Environmental Protection Agency. 


Dated: March 24, 1982. 
Bruce R. Barrett, 
Acting Assistant Administrator for Water. 
[FR Doc. 82-8369 Filed’ 3-25-82: 10:10 am} 
BILLING CODE 6560-38-m ° 
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40 CFR Part 773 
[OPTS-47004D; TSH-FRL-2017-4a] 
Dichloromethane, Nitrobenzene and 


1,1,1-Trichloroethane Changes in Test 
Rules Policy 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 


ACTION: Proposed rule related notice. 


SUMMARY: The decision, published 
elsewhere in the Proposed Rules section 
of this issue, to issue generic test 
methodolgy guidelines under the Toxic 
Substances Control Act instead of 
generic test methodology requirements 
and to establish test protocols on a case 
by case basis for test rules affects the 
proposed test rules on dichloromethane, 
nitrobenzene and 1,1,1-trichloroethane 
published in the Federal Register of June 
5, 1981 (46 FR 30300). This notice 
announces that EPA is implementing 
these changes in policy and procedure 
for the dicholoromethane, nitrobenzene, 
and 1,1,1-trichloroethane proposed test 
rules. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Douglas G. Bannerman, Acting Director, 
Industry Assistance Office (TS-799), 
Office of Toxic Substances, 
Environmental Protection Agency, Rm. 
E-511, 401 M St. SW., Washington, D.C. 
20460, toll free: (800-424-9065), in ~ 
Washington, D.C. (554-1404), outside the 
USA: (Operator-554-1404). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the 
Federal Register of June 5, 1981 (46 FR 
30300), EPA issued proposed test rules 
for dichloromethane, nitrobenzene, and 
1,1,1-trichloroethane under section 4 of 
TSCA. These rules would require 
manufacturers and processors of these 
chemicals to test them for certain health 
and environmental effects according to 
test standards prescribed by EPA. 
Among other things, the test standards 
prescribed by EPA in the proposed rules 
referenced the series of generic test 
methodology requirements that were 
then being developed by EPA for 
incorporation by citation into specific 
chemical test rules. Test methodology 
requirements for environmental effects 
were scheduled to be published prior to 
proposal of these test rules; however, 
publication was delayed. Because of this 
delay the comment period was extended 
from August 30, 1981, to November 30, 
1981, as published in Federal Register of 
August 13, 1981 (46 FR 40898). The 
comment period was further extended to 
February 1, 1982, in the Federal Register 
of November 30, 1981 (46 FR 58108). 

As noted elsewhere in today’s Federal 
Register, since the proposal of these test 
rules the Agency has decided to change 


the test standards policy. EPA will issue 
all generic TSCA test methodologies in 
the form of guidelines instead of generic 
test requirements. Second, sponsors of 
tests on individual substances will be 
required to prepare and submit their. 
own protocols to EPA for review. This 
notice announces that EPA is 
implementing this change in policy for 
the dichloromethane, nitrobenzene, and 
1,1,1-trichloroethane test rules and is 
adopting the following approach at this 
time. 

The comments received in response to 
the June 5, 1981, proposal will be used in 
determining what health and 
environmental effects and 
characteristics of concern should be 
specified for testing in test rules for 
dichloromethane, nitrobenzene, and 
1,1,1-trichloroethane. A final test rule 
will be issued specifying those effects 
and characteristics for these chemicals 
for which data are to be developed. Test 
sponsors will be required to submit test 
protocols to EPA within 90 days of the 
effective date of the final rules. A 
comment period and an opportunity for 
a public meeting will be provided at that 
time on the proposed protocols to be 
used in the development of data on the 
effects specified in the test rules for 
these three chemicals. 

(Sec. 4, Pub. L. 94-469, 90 Stat. 2006; 15 U.S.C. 
2603) 
Dated: March 15, 1982. 
Anne M. Gorsuch, 
Administrator. 
[FR Doc. 82-8135 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-31-M 


40 CFR Part 790 

[OPTS-46009; TSH-FRL-2017-4b] 
Change in Test Standards Policy and 
Test Rule Development Process 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Proposed rule related notice. 


SUMMARY: This notice explains that EPA 


is changing its approach for providing 
test standards for The Toxic Substances 
Control Act (TSCA) section 4 test rules. 
EPA will issue generic test methodology 
guidelines rather than generic test ' 
methodology requirements. Under the 
new policy, draft test protocols for 
individual test rules will be submitted 
by test sponsors, and the Agency will 
adopt final protocols after opportunity 
for public comment. The approach for 
providing Good Laboratory Practice 
(GLP) standards has not changed, 
although comments previously provided 
to the Agency will be taken into account 
prior to final adoption. 
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DATE: All comments on the protocol 
approval procedure should be submitted 
on or before May 10, 1982. 


ADDRESS: Written comments should 
bear the document control number 
OPTS-46009 and should be submitted in 
triplicate to: Document Control Officer 
(TS-793), Office of Pesticides and Toxic 
Substances, Environmental Protection 
Agency, Rm. E-401, 401 M St. SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20460. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Douglas G. Bannerman, Acting Director, 
Industry Assistance Office (TS-799), 
Office of Toxic Substances, 
Environmental Protection Agency, Rm. 
E-511, 401 M St. SW., Washington, D.C. 
20460, toll free: (800-424-9065), in 
Washington, D.C.: (554-1404), outside 
the USA: (Operator-202-554—-1404). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


I. Background Concerning Test 
Standards 


Section 4 of the Toxic Substances 
Control Act (Pub. L. 94-469, 90 Stat. 
2006; 15 U.S.C. 2603) authorizes the 
Administrator of the EPA to require 
manufacturers and processors of 
identified chemical substances and 
mixtures to test chemicals in accordance 
with applicable EPA test rules (sec. 4(a), 
(b)). TSCA specifies that each test rule 
must include standards for the 
development of test data. The test 
standards must prescribe the “health 
and environmental effects,” and the 
“information relating to toxicity, 
persistence, and other characteristics 
which affect the health and environment 
for which test data are to be developed” 
(sections 4(b)(1) and 3(12)(A)). In 
addition, to the extent necessary to 
assure reliable and adequate data for 
such health and environmental effects, 
the Agency is authorized to prescribe 
the manner in which data are to be 
developed, any test methodology to be 
employed in the development of such 
data, and such other requirements as are 
necessary to provide such assurance 
(sections 4(b)(1)(B) and 3({12)(B)). 

Pursuant to the above TSCA 
provisions the Agency previously 
proposed the following: Test Standards 
and GLP standards for health effects, 
published in the Federal Register of May 
9, 1979 (44 FR 27334) and July 26, 1979 
(44 FR 44054); Test Standards and GLP 
standards for physical, chemical, and 
persistence characteristics, and GLP 
standards for ecological effects, 
published in the Federal Register of 
November 21, 1980 (45 FR 77332). 

These proposals contained detailed 
and fairly rigid generic requirements for 
test methodologies and laboratory 
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practices. Under its prior policy, the 
Agency intended to publish these as 
final requirements in the Federal 
Register after due consideration of 
public comments. (These requirements 
were previously referred to as generic 
“Test Standards;” this terminology has 
been changed to “generic requirements” 
to avoid confusion.) These generic 
requirements would have then been 
codified in the Code of Federal 
Regulations (CFR). Finally, these 
codified generic requirements would 
have been incorporated by citation into 
chemical-specific test rules as 
necessary. The generic requirements 
were to be accompanied by substantial 
supporting documentation which could 
also be cited in the chemical-specific 
rules. The test rule development process 
was designed to allow for appropriate 
modifications to be made in test 
methods if warranted by special 
characteristics of the substance to be 
tested. 


Il. Policy Change—Development of Test 
Methodologies on a Rule-by-Rule Basis 


Various public comments took issue 
with the proposed approach to 
promulgating generic test methodogy 
requirements. The commenters insisted 
that more flexibility in the selection of 
testing methods and in development of 
testing protocols was indicated because 
modifications of test requirements 
would be routinely necessary due to the 
dynamic nature of chemical testing. 

EPA has reevaluated its approach to 
providing test standards and has 
determined that it will issue generic test 
methodology guidelines rather than 
generic test methodology requirements. 
The generic test methodology 
requirements previously proposed in the 
Federal Register will be revised as 
appropriate and published informally as 
test methodology guidelines. 

The approach for providing GLP 
standards has not changed. Taking into 
consideration the comments previously 
received concerning GLPs, GLPs will be 
promulgated through a rulemaking 
procedure, codified in the CFR, and 
incorporated into section 4 test rules by 
citation. The Agency believes that 
enforceable GLPs are necessary to 
ensure reliable and adequate test data. 

The Agency believes issuance of 
generic test methodology guidelines 
rather than generic test requirements 
will provide more flexibility for test 
facilities, test sponsors and the Agency 
itself to arrive at cost-effective, mutually 
agreeable test methodologies, and allow 
for the incorporation of scientific 
judgment where necessary. The Agency 
believes this approach will also allow 
for scientific innovation and encourage 


the development of more sophisticated 
and scientifically advanced testing 
methodologies. 

In light of this new policy, EPA is 
establishing a new procedure for the 
development of test rules. Under the 
new approach, test rule development 
will be a two phase process. The first 
phase will establish by rule that a 
chemical must be tested for certain 
effects and characteristics. The second 
phase will establish by rule the manner 
in which the testing is to be performed. 
The new procedure is described below. 
EPA requests comments on this 
procedure. 

In phase I, following notice and 
comment, test rules will be promulgated 
for individual chemicals specifying the 
health and environmental effects and 
characteristics for which test data are to 
be developed, the GLP requirements, 
and the reporting requirements. In phase 
II, following promulgation of a test rule, 
sponsors will be required to develop test 
protocols for the development of data 
pertaining to the effects and 
characteristics specified in the test rule. 
Several documents, such as the TSCA, 
OECD, and FIFRA guidelines, will be 
referenced in the rules as guidance to 
test sponsors for test methodology 
development. The TSCA guidelines will 
be available from the National 
Technical Information Service (NTIS), 
Springfield, VA. Sponsors may select 
protocols listed in the referenced TSCA, 
OECD, and FIFRA guidelines, or may 
develop protocols of their own. 

Sponsors will be required to submit 
their protocols to EPA within 90 days 
from the effective date of the rule. A 45- 
day comment period and an opportunity 
for a public meeting will be provided on 
the proposed protocols. If substantial 
new issues arise, EPA may allow a 
supplemental comment period. 
Following the close of the comment 
period, EPA will issue a rule adopting 
the protocols as proposed or modified. 
The approved and adopted protocols 
will become the enforceable test 
requirements for the test rules and will 
serve as the chemical specific test 
standards required by the Act (15 U.S.C. 
2603(b)(1)). 

The new protocol procedure would 
not require every person subject to the 
rule to submit a proposed test pretocol. 
Section 4(b)(3) of TSCA permits joint 
sponsorship or designation of a third 
party to conduct testing and submit 
data, and section 4(c) permits 
exemptions from conducting tests and 
submitting data on a chemical substance 
if EPA determines that substance is 
equivalent to a substance for which data 
has been submitted or is being 
developed under section 4{a) and the 
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additional submission would be 
duplicative. EPA’s proposed statement 
of exemption policy was published in 
the Federal Register of July 18, 1980 (45 
FR 48524). The Agency is in the process 
of preparing a final statement of 
exemption policy which is compatible 
with this new procedure for developing 
test protocols. 

Since the rules adopting the protocols 
would be enforceable requirements, 
modifications would require prior EPA 
approval except in emergency 
circumstances. An opportunity for 
public comment on substantive changes 
would be provided to the extent 
practicable. EPA requests commerts on 
what procedures should be used for 
making modifications to rules with 
respect to test protocols. 

The protocol development and 
approval procedure described above 
will provide greater flexibility than the 
previous test standards approach in 
establishing methodology requirements 
for test rules. As stated above, sponsors 
will be allowed to select protocols from 
a number of sources or to develop 
protocols of their own. There will now 
be the capability to require testing for 
effects of concern for which there are 
currently no available guidelines and 
allow test sponsors to use protocols 
which are in use in the scientific 
community. Sponsors would also be free 
to develop innovative testing 
methodologies. The provision for 
protocol approval allows EPA the 
capability to remedy deficiencies in 
sponsors’ protocols to assure that data 
generated under test rules will be 
adequate and reliable. 

Because this policy change affects the 
test rules proposed in the Federal 
Register of June 5, 1981 (46 FR 30300), a 
notice is published elsewhere in today's 
Federal Register explaining how this 
change will be accommodated for that 
proposal. 


Ill. Compliance With Executive Order 
12291 


Under Executive Order 12291, EPA 
must judge whether an agency statement 
is “Major” and therefore, subject to the 
requirement of a Regulatory Impact 
Analysis. This policy statement is not 
Major because of the following reasons: 

1. It will not have an annual effect on 
the economy of $100 million or more. 

2. It will not result in a major increase 
in costs or prices for consumers, 
individual industries, Federal, State, or 
local government agencies, or 
geographic regions. 

3. It will not have a significant 
adverse effect on competition, 
employment, investment, productivity, 
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innovation or on the ability of United 
States-based enterprises to compete 
with foreign-based enterprises in 
domestic or foreign markets. 

This notice was submitted to the 
Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB) for review under Executive 
Order 12291. Any comments from OMB 
to EPA and any EPA response to those 
comments are available for public 
inspection from 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., 
Monday through Friday, except legal 
holidays, in Rm. E-107, Environmental 
Protection Agency, 401 M St. SW.., 
Washington, D.C. 20460. 

Dated: March 15, 1982. 

Anne M. Gorsuch, 
Administrator. 

[FR Doc. 82-8136 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-31-M 





Notices | 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains documents other than rules or 
proposed rules that are applicable to the 
public. Notices of hearings and 
investigations, committee meetings, agency 
decisions and rulings, delegations of 
authority, filing of petitions and 
applications and agency statements of 
organization and functions are exampies 
of documents~ appearing in this section. 





DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Rural Electrification Administration 


Basin Electric Power Cooperative, 
Bismarck, North Dakota; Proposed 
Loan Guarantee 


Under the authority of Pub. L. 93-32 
(87 STAT. 65) and in conformance with 
applicable agency policies and 
procedures as set forth in REA Bulletin 
20-22 (Guarantee of Loans for Bulk 
Power Supply Facilities), notice is 
hereby given that the Administrator of 
REA will consider providing a guarantee 
supported by the full faith and credit of 
the United States of America for a loan 
in the approximate amount of 
$35,500,000 to Basin Electric Power 
Cooperative of Bismarck, North Dakota. 
This loan guarantee will be used to 
finance 75 miles of 345 kV transmission 
line, a 53.2 pecent share of a 345/115 kV 
substation addition and related 
facilities. 

Legally organized lending agencies 
capable of making, holding and 
servicing the loan proposed to be 
guaranteed may obtain information on 
the proposed project, including the 
engineering and economic feasibility 
studies and the proposed schedule for 
the advances to the borrower of the 
guaranteed loan funds from Mr. James L. 
Grahl, General Manager, Basin Electric 
Power Cooperative, 1717 East Interstate 
Avenue, Bismarck, North Dakota 58501. 

In order to be considered, proposals 
must be submitted by April 26, 1982, to 
Mr. Grahl. The right is reserved to give 
such consideration and make such 
evaluation or other disposition of all 
proposals received, as Basin Electric 
Power Cooperative and REA deem 
appropriate. Prospective lenders are 
advised that the guaranteed financing 
for this project is available from the 
Federal Financing Bank under a 
standing agreement with the Rural 
Electrification Administration. 


Copies of REA Bulletin 20-22 are 
available from the Director, Office of 
Information and Public Affairs, Rural 
Electrification Administration, U.S. 
Department of Agriculture, Washington, 
D.C. 20250. 

This program is listed in the Catalog 
of Federal Domestic Assistance as 
10.850—Rural Electrification Loans and 
Loan Guarantees. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 22nd day 
of March, 1982. 

Jack Van Mark, 

Acting Administrator, Rural Electrification 
Administration. 

[FR Doc. 82-8082 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3410-15-M 


Empire Electric Association, inc; 
Finding of No Significant Impact 


The Rural Electrification 
Administration (REA) has made a 
Finding of No Significant Impact 
(FONSI) in connection with the approval 
of a construction contract, Facilities 
Agreement and Agreement for Service 
by REA for Empire Electric Association, 
Inc. (Empire), of Cortez, Colorado. The 
proposed project will consist of 
approximately 120 km (75 miles) of 115 
kV transmission line, six distribution 
substations and two switching stations. 
The project will be associated with the 
Wasson Field/Denver Unit CO, Project 
located in Dolores and Montezuma 
Counties, Colorado. 

Empire prepared a Borrower's 
Environmental Report/Plan of 
Operations (BER/PO) concerning,the 
project. The Bureau of Land 
Management prepared a Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) 
and Final Environmental Impact 
Statement (FEIS) concerning the 
environmental effects of the Wasson 
Field/Denver Unit CO, Project. Based on 
these documents and other support 
information, REA prepared an 
Environmental Assessment. REA's 
independent evaluation of the project 
leads to the conclusion that approval of 
the project does not represent a major 
Federal action that will significantly 
affect the quality of the human 
environment and, in accordance with 
REA Bulletin 20-21:320-21, REA has 
made a FONSI. 

Alternatives discussed in the DEIS 
and FEIS include no action and 
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alternate corridors. Route modifications 
were discussed in the BER/PO. 

Copies of the FONSI, REA’s 
Environmental Assessment and other 
support documents may be obtained 
from or reviewed at the office of the 
Director, Mr. William E. Davis, 
Distribution Systems Division, Room 
3304, South Agriculture Building, Rural 
Electrification Administration, 
Washington, D.C. 20250, and at the 
office of Mr. Everett Johnson, Manager, 
Empire Electric Association, Inc., 801 N. 
Broadway, Cortez, Colorado 81321. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No. 
10.850, Rural Electrification Loans and Loan 
Guarantees) 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 23rd day of 
March, 1982. 
Jack Van Mark, 
Acting Administrator. 
[FR Doc. 82-8157 Filed 3-25-82: 6:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-15-M 


Office of the Secretary 


Price-Undercutting of Domestic Swiss 
Cheese by imported French Swiss 
Cheese 


On February 18, 1982, the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture received a 
complaint alleging price-undercutting of 
domestic Swiss cheese by imported 
Grade B blocks of Swiss cheese 
produced in France. Under Section 702 
of the Trade Agreements Act of 1979 
(Pub. L. 96-39), the Secretary of 
Agriculture must conduct a price- 
undercutting investigation and make a 
determination as to the validity of the 
allegation no later than 30 days after 
receiving a complaint. 

Based on the investigation of the 
Director of the Dairy, Livestock and 
Poultry Division, Foreign Agricultural 
Service, pursuant to the regulations at 7 
CFR 6.40-44, I have determined that no 
Grade B blocks of Swiss cheese 
produced in France were sold in the 
domestic wholesale market during the 
period November 1981-February 1982. 
The Secretary of Commerce has 
determined that imported blocks of 
Swiss cheese produced in France are not 
subsidized. I, therefore, have determined 
that there is no price-undercuting of 
Grade B blocks of domestic Swiss 
cheese. 
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Done at Washington, D.C., this 22nd day of 
March 1982. 
John R. Block, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 82-8177 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-10-M 


Soil Conservation Service 


Buffalo-Muddy Fork Creeks 
Watershed; North Carolina 


AGENCY: Soil Conservation Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION: Notice of a finding of no 
significant impact. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Coy A. Garrett, State Conservationist, 
Soil Conservation Service, 310 New Bern 
Avenue, Post Office Box 27307, Raleigh, 
North Carolina, 27611, telephone 919- 
755-4210. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant 
to section 102(2)(C) of the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969; the 
Council on Environmental Quality 
Guidelines (40 CFR Part 1500); and the 
Soil Conservation Service Guidelines (7 
CFR Part 650); the Soil Conservation 
Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
gives notice that an environmental 
impact statement is not being prepared 
for the Buffalo-Muddy Fork Creeks 
Watershed, Cleveland, Gaston, Lincoln 
Counties, North Carolina. 

The environmental assessment of this 
federally assisted action indicates that 
the project will not cause significant 
local, regional, or national impacts on 
the environment. As a result of these 
findings, Coy A. Garrett, State 
Conservationist, has determined that the 
preparation and review of an 
environmenial impact statement are not 
needed for this project. 

The project concerns watershed 
protection. The planned works of 
improvement include land treatment 
practices and accelerated technical 
assistance for land treatment. 

The Finding of No Significant Impact 
(FONSI) has been forwarded to the 
Environmental Protection Agency and to 
various Federal, State, and local 
agencies and interested parties. A 
limited number of copies of the Finding 
of No Significant Impact (FONSI) are 
available to fill single copy requests at 
the above address. Basic data developed 
during the environmental assessment 
are on file and may be reviewed by 
contacting Coy A. Garrett. 

No administrative action on 
implementation of the proposal will be 
taken until April 26, 1982. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 10.904, Watershed Protection 


and Flood Prevention Program. Office of 

Management and Budget Circular A-95 

regarding State and local clearinghouse 

review of Federal and federally assisted 

programs and projects is applicable.) 
Dated: March 19, 1982. 

Coy A. Garrett, 

State Conservationist. 

[FR Doc. 82-8001 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3410-16-M 


Environmental impact Appraisal; - 
Machias Athletic Field Land Drainage 
RC&D Measure, Down East RC&D, 
Washington County, Maine 


Introduction 


The Machias Athletic Field Land 
Drainage Measure is a Federally 
assisted action authorized under Section 
102 of the Food and Agriculture Act of 
1962 (Public Law 87-703). An 
environmental assessment was 
undertaken along with the development 
of the measure. Data developed during 
the assessment is available at the 
following location: Soil Conservation 
Service, USDA Office Building, 
University of Maine, Orono, Maine 
04473. 


Planned Action 


The measure plan provides for surface 
water control and disposal on an 
athletic field located in the town of 
Machias, Maine. The athletic field is 
used for outdoor physical education, 
organized team practices and games, 
and general outdoor recreation by the 
community. 

The planned works of improvement 
consist of installation of surface ditches 
and land shaping and grading to collect, 
convey, and dispose of surface water. 
Areas disturbed by construction will be 
limed, fertilized, seeded and mulched. 


Environmental Impact 


Installation of the water disposal 
system will provide surface drainage for 
the athletic field area. Surface drainage 
will facilitate disposal of direct 
precipitation, and provide good 
conditions for vegetative stabilization. 
Other environmental effects include 
improved aesthetic and environmental 
quality values of the area and increased 
opportunities for healthy outdoor 
exercise for students and area residents. 

There are no known threatened or 
endangered plants or animals which 
inhabit the site; and according to the 
Main State Historic Preservation 
Commission, there are no known 
archeological or historical concerns. No 
adverse environmental impacts will 
result from installation of the measure, 
except for minor inconveniences to local 
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residents associated with construction 
activities. 


Alternatives 


Three alternatives were considered 
during the planning process and their 
discussion follows. 


Alternative #1—No Plan Action 


This alternative would mean that the 
present constraints on the use of the 
athletic field area due to excess surface 
water will continue. This would result in 
the continuation of extra maintenance 
costs and the continued loss of 
approximately 3400 user days per year. 
Degradation of aesthetic and 
environmental quality values of the area 
would also continue. 


Alternative #2—Relocation 


Relocation of the athletic facilities to 
a site where water control is not needed 
was considered. Development costs for 
the alternative site considered would 
have been prohibitive. 


Alternative #3—Selected Plan 


Install a surface water control and 
disposal system. This alternative meets 
the Sponsors’ objectives of eliminating 
the water problem, which allows them 
to provide high quality athletic facilities 
and reduce their maintenance costs. 
Other effects include enhancing the 
environmental quality of the area and 
increasing user days and benefits. This 
alternative is the least costly to achieve 
the Sponsors’ objectives. 


Short Term Uses vs. Long Term 
Productivity 

This site is a valuable piece of public 
property developed as a recreation 
facility. This use is probably the highest 
and best for this site. Corrective action 
will extend its use and ensure public use 
for future generations. 


Commitment of Resources 


Only the resources used in installation 
of the measure can be considered to be 
irreversibly committed. 


Conclusion 


Based on the environmental 
evaluation, the measure will not result 
in significant adverse impacts affecting 
the quality of the human environment 
and is not a major Federal action. Labor, 
energy and capital resources necessary 
to install the measure will be more than 
offset by an improvement in the area's 
environment and use. 

Based on the above conclusions, I 
have determined that an Environmental 
Impact Statement is not required. 
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Dated: March 19, 1982. 
Billy R. Abercrombie, 
State Conservationist. 
[FR Doc. 82-8007 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 amj 
BILLING CODE 3410-16-M 


Machias Athletic Field RC&D Measure, 
Maine 


AGENCY: Soil Conservation Service, 
USDA. 


ACTION: Notice. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Billy R. Abercrombie, State 
Conservationist, Soil Conservation 
Service, USDA Office Building, 
University of Maine, Orono, Maine, 
04473, telephone 207-866-2132. ’ 
SYPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant 
to section 102(2)(C) of the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969; the 
Council on Environmental Quality 
Guidelines (40 CFR Part 1500); and the 
Soil Conservation Service Guidelines (7 
CFR Part 650); the Soil Conservation 
Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
gives notice that an environmental 
impact statement is not being prepared 
for the Machias Athletic Field RC&D 
Measure, Washington County, Maine. 

The environmental assessment of this 
federally assisted action indicates that 
the project will-not cause significant 
local, regional, or national impacts on 
the environment. As a result of these 
findings, Mr. Billy R. Abercrombie, State 
Conservationist, has determined that the 
preparation and review of an 
environmental impact statement are not 
needed for this project. 

The measure concerns a plan for land 
drainage. The planned works of 
improvement include a surface water 
control and disposal system. 
Conservation practices include surface 
ditches, land shaping and grading, and 
seeding. 

The Notice of a Finding of No 
Significant Impact (FONSI has been 
forwarded to the Environmental 
Protection Agency. Basic data 
developed during the environmental 
assessment are on file and may be 
reviewed by contacting Mr. Billy R. 
Abercrombie. An environmental impact 
appraisal has been prepared and sent to 
various Federal, State, and local 
agencies and interested parties. A 
limited number of copies of the 
environmental impact appraisal are 
available to fill single copy requests at 
the above address. 

No administrative action on 
implementation of the proposal will be 
taken until April 26, 1982. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 10.901, Resource Conservation 


and Development Program. Office of 

Management and Budget Circular A-95 

regarding State and local clearinghouse 

review of Federal and federally assisted 

programs and projects is applicable.) 
Dated: March 18, 1982. 

Billy R. Abercrombie, 

State Conservationist. 

{FR Doc. 82-8006 Filed 3-25-82: 8:45 amj 

BILLING CODE 3410-16-M 


Roane County 4-H Camp Land 
Drainage, RC&D Measure, West 
Virginia 

AGENCY: Soil Conservation Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION: Notice of a finding of no 
significant impact. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Craig M. Right, State 
Conservationist, Soil Conservation 
Service, 75 High Street, Morgantown, 
West Virginia 26505, telephone 304-599- 
7151. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant 
to Section 102{2)(C) of the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969; the 
Council on Environmental Quality 
Guidelines, (40 CFR Part 1500); and the 
Soil Conservation Service Guidelines, (7 
CFR Part 650), the Soil Conservation 
Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
gives notice that an environmental 
impact statement is not being prepared 
for the Roane County 4-H Camp Land 
Drainage RC&D Measure, Roane 
County, West Virginia. 

The environmental assessment of this 
federally assisted action indicates that 
the project will not cause significant 
local, regional, or national impacts on 
the environment. As a result of these 
findings, Mr. Craig M. Right, State 
Conservationist, has determined that the 
preparation and review of an 
environmental impact statement are not 
needed for this project. 

The Measure-concerns land drainage 
at the Roane County 4-H Camp. The 4- 
acre site will be graded and shaped to 
provide surface drainage for 
recreational activities. 
measures include about 4,590 feet of 
subsurface drains. A sod waterway, 
estimated 350 feet, will be constructed 
along the southeast part of the 
recreation area to handle excess surface 
water to a safe outlet. In addition, a 
diversion ditch, estimated 410 feet, will 
be constructed to divert surface water 
from the playground area in the 
northeast edge of the measure area. 

The Notice of a Finding of No 
Significant Impact (FONSI) has been 
forwarded to the Environmental 
Protection Agency. Basic data 
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developed during the environmental 
assessment are on file and may be 
reviewed by contacting Mr. Craig M. 
Right, State Conservationist. An 
environmental impact appraisal has 
been prepared and sent to various 
Federal, State, and local agencies and 
interested parties. A limited number of 
copies of the environmental impact 
appraisal are available to fill single copy 
requests at the above address. 

No administrative action on. 
implementation of the proposal will be 
taken until April 26, 1982. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 10.901, Resource Conservation 
and Development Program. Office of 
Management and Budget Circular A-95 
regarding State and local clearinghouse 
review of Federal and federally assisted 
program and projects is. applicable.) 

Dated: March 18, 1982. 

Craig M. Right, 

State Conservationist. 

[FR Doc. 82-8003 Filed 3-25-82: 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 3410-16-m 


a 


Roane County 4-H Camp Land 
Drainage, RC&D Measure, West 
Virginia 


AGENCY: Soil Conservation Service, 
USDA. 


ACTION: Finding of no significant impact. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant 
to Section 102(2)(C) of the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969; the 
Council on Environmental Quality 
Guidelines, (40 CFR Part 1500); and the 
Soil Conservation Service Guidelines, {7 
CFR Part 650); the Soil Conservation 
Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
gives notice that the environmental 
evaluation of the Roane County 4-H 
Camp Land Drainage RC&D Measure, 
Roane County, West Virginia, reveals 
that the proposed action is not a major 
Federal action and will not significantly 
affect the quality of human environment. 

The environmental assessment of this 
federally assisted action indicates that 
the project will not cause significant 
local, regional, or national impacts on 
the environment. As a result of these 
findings, it has been determined that the 
preparation and review of an 
environmental impact statement are not 
needed for this project. If further 
information is needed please contact 
this office. 

Dated: March 18, 1982. 
Craig M. Right, 
State Conservationist. 
(FR Doc. 82-8002 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-16-M 
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Wood County 4-H Camp Land 
Drainage RC&D Measure, West Virginia 
AGENCY: Soil Conservation Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION: Finding of no significant impact. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant 
to Section 102(2)(C) of the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969; the 
Council on Enviromental Quality 
Guidelines, (40 CFR Part 1500); and the 
Soil Conservation Service Guidelines, {7 
CFR Part 650); the Soil Conservation 
Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
gives notice that the environmental 
evaluation of the Wood County 4-H 
Camp Land Drainage RC&D Measure, 
Wood County, West Virginia, reveals 
that the proposed action is not a major 
Federal action and will not significantly 
affect the quality of human environment. 

The environmental assessment of this 
federally assisted action indicates that 
the project will not cause significant 
local, regional, or national impacts on 
the environment. As a result of these 
findings, it has been determined that the 
preparation and review of an 
environmental impact statement are not 
needed for this project. If further 
information is needed please contact 
this office. 

Dated: March 18, 1982. 
Craig M. Right, 
State Conservationist. 
[FR Doc. 82-8004 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-16-M 


Wood County 4-H Camp Land 
Drainage RC&D Measure, West Virginia 


AGENCY: Soil Conservation Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION: Notice of a finding of no 
significant impact. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Craig M. Right, State 
Conservationist, Soil Conservation 
Service, 75 High Street, Morgantown, 
West Virginia 26505, telephone 304-599- 
7151. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant 
to Section 102(2)(C) of the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969; the 
Council on Environmental Quality 
Guidelines, (40 CFR Part 1500); and the 
Soil Conservation Service Guidelines, (7 
CFR Part 650); the Soil Conservation 
Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
gives notice that an environmental 
impact statement is not being prepared 
for the Wood County 4-H Camp Land 
Drainage RC&D Measure, Wood County, 
.West Virginia. 

The environmental assessment of this 
federally assisted action indicates that 


the project will not cause significant 
local, regional, or national impacts on 
the environment. As a result of these 
findings, Mr. Craig M. Right, State 
Conservationist, has determined that the 
preparation and review of an 
environmental impact statement are not 
needed for this project. 

The measure concerns land drainage 
at the Wood County 4-H Camp. The 
planned works of improvement will 
provide surface and subsurface drainage 
to a 6 acre site. The site will be graded 
and shaped to provide surface drainage. 
About 4,500 feet of subsurface drains 
will be installed. This will enable the 
Wood County 4-H Camp the 
opportunity to provide additional 
recreation activities. 

The Notice of a Finding of No 
Significant Impact (FONSI) has been 
forwarded to the Environmental 
Protection Agency. Basic data 
developed during the environmental 
assessment are on file and may be 
reviewed by contacting Mr. Craig M. 
Right, State Conservationist. An 
environmental impact appraisal has 
been prepared and sent to various 
Federal, State, and local agencies and 
interested parties. A limited number of 
copies of the environmental impact 
appraisal are available to fill single copy 
requests at the above address. 

No administrative action on 
implementation of the proposal will be 
taken until April 26, 1982. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 

Program No. 10.901, Resource Conservation 

and Development Program. Office of 

Management and Budget Circular A-95 

regarding State and local clearinghouse 

review of Federal and federally assisted 

programs and projects is applicable.) 
Dated: March 18, 1982. 

Craig M. Right, 

State Conservationist. 

[FR Doc. 82-8005 Filed 3-25-62; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3410-16-M 


Katheryn Hanion Memorial Park RC&D 
Measure, Ohio; Finding of No 
Significant Impact 


AGENCY: Soil Conservation Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION: Notice of finding of no 
significant impact. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Robert R. Shaw, State Conservationist, 
Soil Conservation Service, Room 522, 
200 North High Street, Columbus, Ohio 
43215, telephone (614) 469-6962. 
NOTICE: Pursuant to section 102(2)(C) of 
the National Environmental Policy Act 
of 1969; the Council on Environmental 
Quality Guidelines (40 CFR Part 1500); 
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and the Soil Conservation Service 
Guidelines (7 CFR Part 650); the Soil 
Conservation Service, U.S. Department 
of Agriculture, gives notice that an 
environmental impact statement is not 
being prepared for the Katheryn Hanlon 
Memorial Park RC&D Measure, Brown 
County, Ohio. 

The environmental assessment of this 
federally assisted action indicates that 
the project will not cause significant 


locai, regional, or national impacts on 


the environment. As a result of these 
findings, Robert R. Shaw, State 
Conservationist, has determined that the 
preparation and review of an 
environmental impact statement are not 
needed for this project. 

The measure concerns a plan for 
providing land drainage improvements 
on an area to be developed into a 
community park. A subsurface drainage 
system will be installed to eliminate soil 
wetness problems. Seeding will be 
applied to control erosion on areas 
disturbed by construction. 

The Notice of Finding of No 
Significant Impact (FNSI) has been 
forwarded to the Enviromental 
Protection Agency. The basic data 
developed during the environmental 
assessment are on file and may be 
reviewed by contacting Robert R. Shaw. 
The FNSI has been sent to various 
Federal, State, and local agencies and 
interested parties. A limited number of 
copies of the FNSI are available to fill 
single copy requests at the above 
address. E 

Implementation of the proposal will 
not be initiated until April 26, 1982. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 10.901, Resource Conservation 
and Development Program. Office of 
Management and Budget Circular A-95 
regarding State and local clearinghouse 
review of Federal and federally assisted 
programs and projects is applicable) 

Dated: March 16, 1982. 

Harry W. Oneth, 

Deputy State Conservationist. 
[FR Doc. 82-7786 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-16-M 


Maiden Rock Coulee Watershed, 
Wisconsin; Finding of No Significant 
impact 


AGENCY: Soil Conservation Service, 
USDA. 


ACTION: Notice of a finding of no 
significant impact. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Cliffton A. Maguire, State 
Conservationist, Soil Conservation 
Service, 4601 Hammersley Road, 
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Madison, Wisconsin 53711, telephone 
(608) 264-5351. 


NOTICE: Pursuant to Section 102(2)(C) of 
the National Environmental Policy Act 

. Of 1969; the Council of Environmental 
Quality Guidelines (40 CFR Part 1500); 
the Soil Conservation Service, U.S. 
Department of Agriculture, gives notice 
that an environmental impact statement 
is not being prepared for the Maiden 
Rock Coulee Watershed, Pierce County, 
Wisconsin. 

The environmental assessment of this 
federally assisted action indicates that 
the project will not cause significant, 
local, regional, or national impacts on 
the environment. As a result of these 
findings, Cliffton A. Maguire, State 
Conservationist, has determined that the 





CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD» 


preparation and review of an , 
environmental impact statement are not 
needed for this project. 

The measure concerns a plan for flood 
control and watershed protection. The 
planned works of improvement include 
applying erosion control practices on 
380 acres of cropland, installing two 
debris traps, and modifying an existing 
storm water conduit. 

The Notice of a Finding of No 
Significant Impact (FONSI) has been 
forwarded to the Environmental 
Protection Agency. Basic data 
developed during the environmental 
assessment are on file and may be 
reviewed by contacting Cliffton A. 
Maguire. An environmental impact 
appraisal has been prepared and sent to 
various federal, state, and local agencies 
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and interested parties. A limited number 
of copies of the environmental impact 
appraisal are available to fill single copy 
requests at the above address. 

No administrative action on 
implementation of the proposal will be 
taken until April 26, 1982. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 10.901, Resource Conservation 
and Development Program. Office of 
Management and Budget Circular A-95 
regarding State and local clearinghouse 
review of Federal and federally assisted 
programs and projects is applicable.) 
Cliffton A. Maguire, 

State Conservationist. 

March 12, 1982. 

[FR Doc. 62-8139 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 amj 


Applications for Certificates of Public Convenience and Necessity and Foreign Air Carrier Permits (See, 14 CFR 302.1701 


et seq.); Week Ended March 19, 1982 


Subpart Q Applications 


The due date for answers, conforming application, or motions to modify scope are set forth below for each application. 
Following the answer period the Board may process the application by expedited procedures. Such procedures may consist of 
the adoption of a show-cause order, a tentative order, or in appropriate cases a final order without further proceedings. 


Date filed 








March 18, 1982 


D.C. 20036. 
Application of El Al Israel Airlines Limited pursuant to Section 402 of the Act and Subpart Q of the Board’s Procedural 
Boston, 


requests amendment of its foreign air carrier permit and its exemption authority by the addition of 


Phyllis T. Kaylor, 
Secretary. 

- [FR Doc. 82-8171 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6320-01-M 


[Dockets 33363, 32606, and 32607] 


Former Large irregular Air Service 
Investigation; Applications of 
Worldwide Airlines, Inc.; 
Postponement of Hearing 


Notice is hereby given thatthe 
hearing in the above-entitled matter 
scheduled to be held on March 26, 1982 
(47 FR 9874) is hereby postponed until 
April 14, 1982 at 10:00 a.m. (local time), 
in Room 1003, Hearing Room “A”, 
Universal North Building, 1875 
Connecticut Avenue N.W., Washington, 
D.C., before the undersigned 
administrative law judge. 


coterminal. 
Answers may be filed by April 15, 1982. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., March 22, 1982. 
John M. Vittone, 
Administrative Law Judge. 
(FR Doc. 82-6167 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6320-01-™ 


[Docket 40253] 


Northeast Sunrise, Inc., Fitness 


investigation; Notice of Prehearing 
Conference 


Notice is hereby given that a 
prehearing conference in the above- 


entitled matter is assigned to be held on’ 


April 6, 1982, at 10:00 a.m. (local time), in 
Room 1012 in the Universal Building, 
1825 Connecticut Ave., N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 





Regulations, 
Massachusetts as a U.S. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., March 23, 1982, 
before the undersigned administrative law 
judge. 

John M. Vittone, 
Administrative Law Judge. 

[FR Doc. 82-8168 Filed 3-25-82; 6:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6320-01-M 


[Docket 40379] 


Northeastern Airlines, inc. Fitness 
investigation; Notice of Assignment of 
Proceeding 


This proceeding is hereby assigned to 
Administrative Law Judge John M. 
Vittone. Future communications should 
be addressed to Judge Vittone. 
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Dated at Washington, 'D.C., March 22, 1982. 
Elias C. Rodriguez, 
Chief Administrative Law Judge. 
[FR Doc. 82-8170 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6320-01-M 


[Docket 39523] 


Violations of Part 250 Enforcement 
Proceeding; Trans World Airlines, Inc.; 
Assignment of Proceeding 


This proceeding has been assigned to 
Chief Administrative Law Judge Elias C. 
Rodriguez. Future communications 
should be addressed to him. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., March 22, 1982. 
Elias C. Rodriguez, 

Chief Administrative Law Judge. 
[FR Doc. 82-8169 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6320-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Bureau of the Census 


Census Advisory Committee of the 
American Economic Association; 
Public Meeting 


Pursuant to the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463, as 
amended by Pub. L. 94-409), notice is 
hereby given that the Census Advisory 
Committee of the American Economic 
Association will convene on April 23, 
1982, at 9:15 a.m. in Room 2424, Federal 
Building 3, at the Bureau of the Census 
in Suitland, Maryland. 

The Census Advisory Committee of 
the American Economic Association 
advises the Director, Bureau of the 
Census, on technical matters, accuracy 
levels, and conceptual problems 
concerning the economic censuses; 
reviews major aspects of the Bureau's 
programs; and advises on the role of 
analysis within the Bureau and the need 
for providing data in more detail. 

The Committee is composed of 15 
members of the American Economic 
Association. 

The agenda for the meeting, which is 
scheduled to adjourn at 3:45 p.m., is: 1) 
Introductory remarks by the Director, 
Bureau of the Census, including staff 
changes and major budget program 
developments; 2) planning for the 1990 
census; 3) measurement of in-kind 
income; 4) plans and direction for the 
Center for Economic Studies; 5) 
development of a longitudinal 
establishment data file; 6) general 
discussion and Committee 
recommendations; and 7) plans and date 
for the next meeting. 

The meeting will be open to the 
public, and a brief period will be set 


aside for public comment and questions. 
Extensive questions or statements must 
be submitted in writing to the 
Committee Control Officer at least 3 
days prior to the meeting. 

Persons planning to attend and 
wishing additional information 
concerning this meeting or who wish to 
submit written statements may contact 
the Committee Control Officer, Mr. 
Thomas L. Mesenbourg, Bureau of the 
Census, Room 3061, Federal Building 3, 
Suitland, Maryland. (Mail address: 
Washington, D.C. 20233). Telephone 
(301) 763-5483. 


Dated: March 23, 1982. 
Bruce Chapman, 
Director, Bureau of the Census. 
[FR Doc. 82-8156 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-07-M 


International Trade Administration 


Canned Bartlett Pears from Australia; 
Final Results of Administrative Review 
of Antidumping Finding 


AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration, Commerce. 

ACTION: Notice of Final Results of 
Administrative Review of Antidumping 
Finding. 

SUMMARY: On January 25, 1982, the 
Department of Commerce published the 
preliminary results of its administrative 
review of the antidumping finding on 
canned Bartlett pears from Australia. 
The review covers the four known 
exporters of this merchandise to the 
United States and the period October 3, 
1978 through February 28, 1981. 
Interested parties were given an 
opportunity to submit oral or written 


- comments. We received no comments. 


As proposed in the preliminary results, 
the Department waives the requirement 
of a cash deposit of estimated 
antidumping duties. : 
EFFECTIVE DATE: March 26, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Patricia H. McClenahan or Robert J. 
Marenick, Office of Compliance, 
International Trade Administration, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, Washington, 
D.C. 20230 (202~377-3986/ 2496). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Background 


On January 25, 1982, the Department 
of Commerce (“the Department”) 
published in the Federal Register (47 FR 
3393) the preliminary results of its 
administrative review of the 
antidumping finding on canned Bartlett 
pears from Australia (38 FR 7566, March 
23, 1973). The Department has now 
completed that administrative review. 
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Scope of the Review 


Imports covered by the review are 
canned Bartlett pears, currently 
classifiable under item 148.8600 of the 
Tariff Schedules of the United States 
Annotated (TSUSA). The review 
covered the four known exporters of the 
merchandise and the period October 3, 
1978 through February 28, 1981. There 
were no shipments to the United States 
during the review period and there are 
no known unliquidated entries. 


Final Results of the Review 


We gave interested parties an 
opportunity to furnish oral or written 
comments. We received no comments. 
Therefore, the final results of our review 
are the same as those presented in the 
preliminary results of review. 

Since there have been no shipments 
for over 8 years the Department shall 
waive the requirement of a cash deposit, 
as provided for in § 353.48(b) of the 
Commerce Regulations, on any 
shipments of canned Bartlett pears from 
Australia entered, or withdrawn from 
warehouse, for consumption on or after 
the date of publication of this notice. 
This waiver of deposit shall remain in 
effect until publication of the final 
results of the next administrative 
review. The Department intends to 
conduct the next review by the end of 
March 1983. The Department encourages 
interested parties to review the public 
record and submit applications for 
protective orders, if desired, as early as 
possible in the next administrative 
review. 

This administrative review and notice 
are in accordance with section 751(a)(1) 
of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 
1675(a)(1)) and § 353.53 of the Commerce 
Regulations (19 CFR 353.53). 

March 23, 1982. 

Gary N. Horlick, 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 

[FR Doc. 82-8158 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510-25-M 


Ceramic Wail Tile From the United 
Kingdom; Final Results of 
Administrative Review and Revocation 
of Antidumping Finding 


AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration, Commerce. 

ACTION: Notice of Final Results of 
Administrative Review and Revocation 
of Antidumping Finding. 


SUMMARY: On January 27,/1982 the 
Department of Commerce published the 
preliminary results of its administrative 
review of an intent to revoke the 
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antidumping finding on ceramic wall tile 
from the United Kingdom (47 FR 3812). 
The review covered the one known 
exporter of this merchandise to the 
United States covered by the finding 
and the period January 1, 1980 through 
March 20, 1981. All sales by this 
exporter, H & R Johnson, Ltd., were 
made at not less than fair value for the 
above period. Interested parties were 
provided an opportunity to submit 
written comments or request disclosure 
and/or a hearing. No comments or 
requests were received. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 26, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Jonathan Seiger or Robert J. Marenick, 
Office of Compliance, International 
Trade Administration, U.S. Department 
of Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230 
(202-377-2704/ 2496). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Background 


On May 18, 1971, a dumping finding 
with respect to ceramic wall tile from 
the United Kingdom was published in 
the Federal Register as Treasury 
Decision 71-129 (36 FR 9009). On March 
20, 1981, the Department of Commerce 
(“the Department”) published in the 
Federal Register the preliminary results 
of its first administrative review of and 
tentative determination to revoke the 
finding (46 FR 17820). On June 11, 1981, 
the Department published the final 
results of that administrative review (46 
FR 30841). On January 27, 1982, the 
Department published the preliminary 
results of its second administrative 
review and intent to revoke the finding 
(47 FR 3812). 

The Department has now completed 
its administrative review of the finding. 
The Department has reviewed 
information on periods up to and 
including March 20, 1981, the date of our 
tentative determination to revoke this 
finding. 

Scope of the Review 


Merchandise covered by this review is 
glazed ceramic wall tile, currently 
classifiable under item 532.2400 of the 
Tariff Schedules of the United States 
Annotated (TSUSA). The Department 
knows of only one exporter of ceramic 
wall tile from the United Kingdom to the 
United States still covered by the 
finding. That firm is H & R Johnson, Ltd. 
The review covers the period January 1, 
1980 through March 20, 1981, the date of 
the Department's tentative 
determination to revoke. 


Final Results of Review 


The Department received no 
comments or requests for disclosure or a 


hearing. Therefore, the final results of 
our review are the same as those 
presented in the preliminary results of 
review. 

Determination 

As a result of this review, the 
Department revokes the antidumping 
finding on ceramic wall tile from the 
United Kingdom. 

This revocation applies to all 
unliquidated entries of this merchandise 
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse, 
for consumption on or after March 20, 
1981. Since all sales by H & R Johnson, 
Ltd. between January 1, 1980 and March 
20, 1981 were made at not less than fair 
value, the Department shall instruct the 
Customs Service to liquidate all entries 
in that period without regard to dumping 
duties. The Department will issue 
appraisement instructions directly to the 
Customs Service. 

This administrative review, 


revocation, and notice are in accordance ' 


with sections 751({a)(1) and (c) of the 
Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1675{a)}(1), 
(c)) and §§ 353.53 and 353.54 of the 
Commerce Regulations (19 CFR 353.53, 
353.54). 

Gary N. Horlick, 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 

March 23, 1982. 

[FR Doc. 82-8160 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510-25-M 


Potassium Chloride, Otherwise Known 
as Muriate of Potash, From Canada; 
Preliminary Results of Administrative 
Review of Antidumping Finding 


AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration, Commerce. 
ACTION: Notice of Preliminary Results of 
Administrative Review of Antidumping 
Finding. 
summary: The Department of 
Commerce has conducted an 
administrative review of the 
antidumping finding on potassium 
chloride, otherwise known as muriate of 
potash, from Canada. The review covers 
the 16 known producers and/or 
exporters covered by the finding and 
varying time periods through November 
30, 1980. The review indicates the 
existence of dumping margins in 
particular periods for certain exporters. 
As a result of this review, the 
Department has preliminarily 
determined to assess dumping duties for 
individual exporters equal to the 
calculated differences between United 
States price and foreign market value on 
each of their shipments during the 
periods of review. Where company- 
supplied information was inadequate or 
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no information was received, the 
Department has used the best 
information available. The Department 
invites interested parties to comment on 
these preliminary results. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: March 26, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Jonathan Seiger or Robert J. Marenick, 
Office of Compliance, International 
Trade Administration, U.S. Department 
of Commerce, Washington, D.C. ane80 
(202-377-2704/ 2496). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Background 


On December 19, 1969, a dumping 
finding with respect to potassium 
chloride, otherwise known as muriate of 
potash (“potash”), from Canada was 
published in the Federal Register as 
Treasury Decision 69-265 (34 FR 19904). 
On January 1, 1980, the provisions of 
title I of the Trade Agreements Act of © 
1979 became effective. Title I replaced 
the provisions of the Antidumping Act of 
1921 (“the 1921 Act”) with a new title 
VII to the Tariff Act of 1930 (“the Tariff 
Act”). On January 2, 1980, the authority 
for administering the, antidumping duty 
law was transferred from the 
Department of the Treasury to the 
Department of Commerce (“the 
Department”). The Department 
published in the Federal Register of 
March 28, 1980 (45 FR 20511-12) a notice 
of intent to conduct administrative 
reviews of all outstanding dumping 
findings. 

On April 15, 1981, the International 
Trade Commission (“the ITC”) 
published in the Federal Register its 
determination that an industry in the 
United States would not be materially 
injured, nor threatened with material 
injury, by reason of imports of potash 
from Canada if the findings were to be 
modified or revoked (46 FR 22083-87}. 
As a result, the Department revoked the 
finding on June 11, 1981 (46 FR 30842), 
effective on the date of the ITC’s injury 
determination. However, at time of 
revocation, the Department had not yet 
reviewed entries made by the 16 known 
firms covered by the finding for varying 
periods ending November 30, 1980. As 
required by section 751 of the Tariff Act, 
the Department has conducted an 
administrative review of the finding on 
potash from Canada. With the exception 
of merchandise shipped by Texasgulf, 
Inc. between January 1, 1975 and 
December 31, 1979, this review 
completes the examination for all 2 
unliquidated entries of this merchandise 
made by companies still covered by the 
finding at the time of revocation for 
those periods. 
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In addition to the Texasgulf entries, 
the Department will conduct an 
administrative review of shipments of 
potash from Canada to the United States 
from December 1, 1980 through April 15, 
1981, the effective date of the 
revocation. The Department will publish 
the results of that review in a separate 
notice. The substantive provisions of the 
1921 Act and the appropriate Customs 
Service regulations apply to all 
unliquidated entries made prior to 
January 1, 1980. 


Scope of the Review 


Imports covered by this review are 
shipments of potassium chloride, 
otherwise known as muriate of potash, 
from Canada, currently classifiable 
under item number 480.5000 of the Tariff 
Schedules of the United States 
Annotated (TSUSA). 

The Department knows of 16 
Canadian firms, covered by the finding, 
engaged in the manufacture and/or 
export of potash to the United States. 
This review covers varying time periods 
for these firms, through November 30, 
1980. The applicable periods are 
indicated under 


Preliminary Results of the Review 


—The issue of the Department's 
obligation to conduct administrative 
review of entries, unliquidated as of 
January 1, 1980 and covered by 
previously issued appraisement 
instructions (“master lists”), is under 
review. Liquidation has been suspended 
pending disposition of the issue. 

Twelve exporters refused to respond 
to our questionnaire or gave inadequate 
information. For these non-responsive 
exporters we proceeded to use the best 
information available to determine the 
assessment rate. The best information 
available is the highest current rate 
among all responding firms with 
shipments during the review period, 
which is 13.57 percent. 


United States Price 


In calculating United States price the 
Department used purchase price, as 
defined in section 772 of the Tariff Act 
or section 203 of the 1921 Act. The 
Department based purchase price either 
on the ex-factory, packed price to an 
unrelated purchaser in the U.S., or to an 
unrelated trading company for export to 
the U.S., as appropriate. Where 
applicable, the Department made 
deductions for inland freight and 
“upcharges” (handling charges). No 
other adjustments were claimed or 
allowed. 


Foreign Market Value 


In calculating foreign market value, 
the Department used home market price, 
as defined in section 773 of the Tariff 
Act or section 205 of the 1921 Act, where 
sufficient quantities of such or similar 
merchandise were sold in the home 
market to provide a basis for 
comparison. Where appropriate, we 
made adjustments, based on differences 
in value, for physical differences in 
merchandise under 19 CFR 353.16. 
Adjustments based on value are 
justified, since the price differentials 
among the various grades of potash do 
not reflect the substantial additional 
processing costs necessary to 
manufacture one particular grade 
(soluble grade). For Texasgulf, Inc., the 
Department used prices on sales to a 
third country, Brazil, for the period 
January 1, 1980 through March 31, 1980, 
since Texasgulf made no home market 
sales for this period. When home market 
prices were used, the Department made 
no further adjustments. The Department 
adjusted third country market prices for 
terminal charges, inland freight, 
demurrage charges, and ocean freight, 
where applicable. Adjustments were 
also made for differences in packing, for 
interest charged on accounts payable, 
and for interest on letters of credit in 
accordance with section 353.15 of the 
Commerce Regulations. No other 
adjustments were claimed or allowed. 


Preliminary Results of the Review 


As a result of our comparison of 
United States price to foreign market 
value we preliminarily determine that 
the following margins exist: 


Manufacturer/exporter 


01/01/74-11/30/80 
.-| 01/01/79-11/30/80 
01/01/79-11/30/80 
01/01/80-11/30/80 
07/01/73-11/30/80 
«| 09/01/79-11/30/80 
09/01/68-11/30/80 
00/01/69-11/30/80 
09/01/79-11/30/80 
--| 01/01/80-11/30/80 


Canadian Fracmaster.... 


01/01/79-11/30/80 


01/01/78-11/30/80 
01/01/80-03/31/80 
04/01/80-06/30/80 
07/01/80-09/30/80 

10/01/80-1/30/80 


Tiger Chemical... 09/01/79-11/30/80 
Vanroboys Enterprises.........,| 01/01/78-11/30/80 
Wilbur-Etis, 01/01/79-11/30/80 


With respect to entries made by a 
seventeenth firm, Genstar Chemical, 
Ltd., the Department has learned that 
this firm is the successor to Brockville 
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Chemical Industries, which was 
excluded from this finding on August 6, 
1976 (41 FR 32892). Accordingly, the 
Department is instructing the Customs 
Service to immediately liquidate any 
entries shipped by Genstar on or after 
August 6, 1976 without regard to 
dumping duties. 

Interested parties may submit written 
comments on these preliminary results 
within 30 days of the date of publication 
of this notice and may request 
disclosure and/or a hearing within 10 
days of the date of publication. Any 
hearing, if requested, will be held 30 
days after publication of this notice or 
on the first working day thereafter. Any 
request for an administrative protective 
order must be made within 5 days of the 
date of publication. The Department will 
publish the final results of the 
administrative review including the 
results of its analysis of any such 
comments or hearing. 

The Department shall determine, and 
the U.S. Customs Service shall assess, 
dumping duties on all appropriate 
entries made with purchase dates during 
the time periods involved. Individual 
differences between United States price 
and foreign market value may vary from 
the percentages stated above. The 
Department will issue appraisement 
instructions on each exporter directly to 
the Customs Service. 

This administrative review and notice 
are in accordance with section 751(a)(1) 
of the Tariff Act (19 U.S.C. 1675(a)(1)) 
and § 353.53 of the Commerce 
regulations (19 CFR 353.53). 

Judy Bello, 

Deputy (for Policy) to the Deputy Assistant 
Secretary for Import Administration. 
March 19, 1982. 

[FR Doc. 82-8161 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510-25-M 


Spun Acrylic Yarn From Japan; Final 
Results of Administrative Review of 
Antidumping Duty Order 


AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration, Commerce. 


ACTION: Notice of Final Results of 
Administration Review of Antidumping 
Duty Order. 


SUMMARY: On January 26, the 
Department of Commerce published the 
preliminary results of its administrative 
review of the antidumping duty order on 
spun acrylic yarn from Japan. The 
review covers the thirteen known 
manufacturers/exporters of this 
merchandise to the United States and 
the period April 1, 1980 through March 
31, 1981. Interested parties were given 
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an opportunity to submit written 
comments or request a hearing. 
Comments were submitted by a 
manufacturer and an importer related to 
a Japanese exporter. Based on the 
comments received, the Department has 
revised the final results of this review 
with regard to the one exporter. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: March 26, 1982. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Larry T. Hampel or David R. Chapman, 
Office of Compliance, International 
Trade Administration, U.S. Department 
of Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230 
(202-377-3058/ 2657). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Background 


On April 9, 1980, an antidumping duty 
order with respect to spun acrylic yarn 
from Japan was published in the Federal 
Register (45 FR 24127). On January 26, 
1982, the Department of Commerce (“the 
Department”) published in the Federal 
Register a notice of the preliminary 
results of its administrative review of 
the order (47 FR 3577-9). The 
Department has now completed that 
administrative review. 


Scope of the Review 


Imports covered by the review are 
shipments of spun acrylic plied yarn 
primarily for machine-knitting, currently 
classifiable under items 310.5015 and 
310.5049 of the Tariff Schedules of the 
United States Annotated (“TSUSA”). 
The review does not cover imports of 
spun plied yarn produced from 
modacrylic fiber, classified under items 
310.5049 and 310.5051 of the TSUSA. As 
stated in the notice of preliminary 
results, the Department has determined 
that modacrylic yarn is not of the same 
class or kind of merchandise as the 
subject to this order. 

The review covers the thirteen known 
firms engaged in the manufacture and/ 
or exportation of Japanese spun acrylic 
yarn to the United States and the period 
from April 1, 1980 through March 31, 
1981. For eleven firms, the review 
disclosed no shipments of spun acrylic 
yarn to the United States during the 
period. As stated in the preliminary 
results, the rate of cash deposit of 
estimated duties for these firms shall be 
based on the most recent information for 
each firm. For one manufacturer and a 
related exporter, the review disclosed 
five shipments of samples of 
insignificant commercial value. The 
Department found these shipments to be 
subject to the assessment of 
antidumping duties. For the reasons 
stated in the preliminary results, in the 
absence of specific price and/or cost 
’ data relating to a particular shipment, 


assessment and the rate of cash deposit 
of estimated duties shall be based on 

*the most recent information for these 
firms. 

Samples assessed in this manner 
(described more fully in the preliminary 
results) shall not be condidered 
shipments for purposes of possible 
revocation of this order under § 353.54 
of the Commerce regulations. 

Interested parties were afforded an 
opportunity to submit written or oral 
comments. The Department received 
comments from Asahi Chemical 
Industry Co., Ltd. (“Asahi”), a 
manufacturer of Japanese spun acrylic. 
yarn, and from Nissho Iwai American 
Corp. (“Nissho Iwai”) a U.S. subsidiary 
of an exporter of the merchandise. 


Analysis of Comments Received 


The Department has analyzed 
comments by Asahi and Nissho Iwai. 

(1) Comment: Asahi objected to our 
use of the most recent infonation 
available for a firm to deten.ine the rate 
of cash deposit of estimated duties when 
the review disclosed no shipments by 
that firm during the review period. 
Asahi argues that, where a review 
discloses no shipments, the Department 
should determine that there have been 
no sales in which the foreign market 
value exceeded the United States price, 
and therefore no margin exists for the 
period. As a result, no cash deposit of 
estimated duties should be required‘on 
future shipments by that firm. 

Position: The Department has 
considered this comment and has 
determined that when an administrative 
review of an antidumping duty order 
discloses no record of shipments by a 
firm during the period of review, the 
Department is precluded from 
determining the foreign market value 
and United States price of each entry 
(there being none), and thus precluded 
from determining the amount by which 
the foreign market value exceeds the 
United States price of each entry. The 
absence of entries during a review 
period obviates the requirements to 
determine a basis for the assessment of 
antidumping duties. 

Since the statute directs that duties 
and deposits be based upon price 
information, the Department has 
established and consistently applied the 
policy of resorting to the most recent 
price information available for firms not 
shipping during a review period to 
estimate information deemed necessary 
to determine deposits of estimated 
duties. That information is considered to 
be the latest appraisement instructions 
containing foreign market value and 
United States price information, or the 
foreign market value and United States 
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price information found in the 
determination of sales at less than fair 
value. We have applied this policy in 
this review and have determined a rate 
of cash deposit of estimated duties 
required on shipments manufactured by 
Asahi, based upon the fair value 
determination, since that is the most 
recent information for this firm. 
Therefore, for Asahi, the final results of 
this review remain unchanged from 
those published in the notice of 
preliminary results. 

(2) Comment: Nissho Iwai informed 
the Department that the notice of 
preliminary results erroneously 
identified the manufacturer of 
merchandise exported by Nissho Iwai 
Corp. as Mitsubishi Rayon Co., Ltd., - 
rather than Japan Exlan Corp. 

Position: In the notice of preliminary 
results the Department inadvertently 
listed the wrong manufacturer of 
shipments exported by this firm. We 
have corrected the final results to reflect 
that Japan Exlan Corp. is the 
manufacturer of shipments exported by 
Nissho Iwai Corp. and the 
corresponding margin and required cash 
deposit rate is 18.33 percent. 


Final Results of the Review 


With the exception of the results 
shown for Nissho Iwai Corp., the final 
results of this administrative review are 
unchanged from those published in the 
notice of preliminary results. After 
consideration of comments received, we 
determine that, for the period April 1, 
1980 through March 31, 1981, the 
following margins exists: 


Mitsui & Co., Ltd. 
(MFR: Kanegafuchi Chem. ind. Co., Lt0.).sscccssecene 
Diafibers Co., Ltd. 


‘No shipments during review period ; 
: of samples only during review period. 

The Department shall determine, and 
the U.S. Customs Service shall assess, 
duties on all appropriate entries made 
with purchase or export dates during the 
period involved. The Department will 
issue appraisement instructions on each 
exporter directly to the Customs Service. 
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Further, as provided for by § 353.48(b) 
of the Commerce regulations, a cash 
deposit based upon the margins stated 
above shall be required on all shipments 
by these firms entered, or withdrawn 
from warehouse, for consumption on or 
after the date of publication of this 
notice. For any shipment from a new 
exporter not covered in this 
administrative review, unrelated to any 
‘covered firm, a cash deposit shall be 
required at the highest rate for 
respondents with shipments during the 
period covered by the fair value 
determination, the most recent period 
covering non-sample shipments. These 
deposit requirements shall remain in 
effect until publication of the final 
results of the next administrative 
review. The Department intends to 
conduct the next administrative review 
by the end of April, 1983. 

The Department encourages 
interested parties to review the public 
record and submit an application for 
protective order, if desired, as early as 
possible during the next administrative 
review. 

This administrative review and notice 
are in accordance with section 751(a)(1) 
of the Tariff Act (19 U.S.C. 1675(a)(1)) 
and § 353.53 of the Commerce 
regulations (19 CFR 353.53). 

Gary N. Horlick, 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 

March 23, 1982. 

[FR Doc. 82-8158 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510-25-M 


National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 


Receipt of Application for Permit 


Notice is hereby given that an 
Applicant has applied in due form for a 
Permit to take marine mammals as 
authorized by the Marine Mammal 
Protection Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361- 
1407), the Regulations Governing the 
Taking and Importing of Marine 
Mammals (50 CFR Part 216), the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 
U.S.C. 1531-1544), the National Marine 
Fisheries Service regulations governing 
endangered fish and wildlife permits (50 
CFR Parts 217-222). 

1. Applicant: 

a. Name: Mr. William Ford Dolphin 
(P302) 

b. Address: Department of Biological 
Sciences, Boston University, 2 
Cummings Street, Boston, 
Massachusetts 02215 

2. Type of Permit: Scientific Research/ 

Scientific Purposes 


3. Name and Number of Animals: 
Humpback whales (Megaptera 
novaeangliae) (unspecified) 

4. Type of Take: By potential 
harassment, including close 
approaches to 10 individual whales 
for deployment of ingestible 
transmitters 

5. Location of Activity: The waters of 
Southeast Alaska, primarily Frederick 
Sound 

6. Period of Activity: 3 years. 
Concurrent with the publication of 

this notice in the Federal Register, the 

Secretary of Commerce is forwarding 

copies of this application to the Marine 

Mammal Commission and the 

Committee of Scientific Advisors. 
Written data or views, or requests for 

a public hearing on this application 

should be submitted to the Assistant 

Administrator for Fisheries, National 

Marine Fisheries Service, U.S. 

Department of Commerce, Washington, 

D.C. 20235, on or before April 26, 1982. 

Those individuals requesting a hearing 

should set forth the specific reasons 

why a hearing on this particular 
application would be appropriate. The 
holding of such hearing is at the 
discretion of the Assistant 

Adminisirator for Fisheries. 

All statements and opinions contained 
in this application are summaries of 
those of the Applicant and do not 
necessarily reflect the views of the 
National Marine Fisheries Service. 

Documents submitted in connection 
with the above application are available 
for review in the following offices: 
Assistant Administrator for Fisheries, 

National Marine Fisheries Service, 

3300 Whitehaven Street NW., 

Washington, D.C.; and 
Regional Director, National Marine 

Fisheries Service, Alaska Region, P.O. 

Box 1668, Juneau, Alaska 99802. 


Dated: March 23, 1982. 
Richard B. Roe, 
Acting Director, Office of Marine Mammals 
and Endangered Species, National Marine 
Fisheries Service. 
[FR Doc. 82-8152 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M — 


COMMITTEE FOR THE 
IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE 
AGREEMENTS 


Announcing Levels of Restraint for 
Certain Cotton Textile Products From 
Pakistan Under a New Bilateral 
Agreement 

March 22, 1982. 

AGENCY: Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements. 
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ACTION: Establishing import restraint 
levels for certain cotton textile products, 

*produced or manufactured in Pakistan 
and exported during the twelve-month 
period which began on January 1, 1982, 
under a new bilateral agreement. 


SUMMARY: On March 9 and 11, 1982, the 
Governments of the United States and 
Pakistan signed a new Bilateral Cotton 
Textile Agreement which establishes an 
aggregate limit for Categories 300-369 
and within the aggregate limit, specific 
ceilings for Categories 313, 315, 319, 331, 
338, 339, 340, 341, 347/348, and 363, 
among others, during the agreement year 
which began on January 1, 1982. It also 
provides consultation levels for 
categories, such as Categories 317, 320 
and 369 pt., which are not subject to 
specific ceiling and which may be 
adjusted during the agreement year. In 
the letter published below the Chairman 
of the Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements directs the 
Commissioner of Customs, in 
accordance with the terms of the new 
bilateral agreement, to prohibit entry 
into the United States for consumption 
and withdrawal from warehouse for 
consumption of cotton textile products 
in Categories 300-369, as a group, and in 
individual Categories 313, 315, 317, 319, 
320, 331, 338, 339, 340, 341, 347/348, 363 
and 369 pt., produced or manufactured 
in Pakistan and exported during the 
twelve-month period which began on 
January 1, 1982 and extends through 
December 31, 1982, in excess of the 
designated levels of restraint. (A 
detailed description of the textile 
categories in terms of T.S.U.S.A. 
numbers was published in the Federal 
Register on February 28, 1980 (45 FR 
13172), as amended on April 23, 1980, (45 
FR 27463), August 12, 1980 (45 FR 53506), 
December 24, 1980 (45 FR 85142), May 5, 
1981 (46 FR 25121), October 5, 1981 (46 
FR 48963), October 27, 1981 (46 FR 
52409), and February 9, 1982 (47 FR 
5926)). 


EFFECTIVE DATE: March 26, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Gordana Slijepcevic, International 
Trade Specialist, Office of Textiles and 
Apparel, U.S. Department of Commerce, 
Washington, D.C. 20230 (202/377-2184). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
December 24, 1980, there was published 
in the Federal Register (45 FR 85140) a 
letter dated December 19, 1980 from the 
Chairman of the Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements 
to the Commissioner of Customs which 
established levels of restraint for cotton 
textile products in certain designated 
categories, produced or manufactured in 
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Pakistan and exported during the 
eighteen-month period which began on 
January 1, 1981 and extends through 
June 30, 1982, the final agreement period 
of the bilateral agreement of January 4 
and January 9, 1978, as amended. During 
the course of negotiating the new 
agreement, it was agreed between the 
two governments to amend the expiring 
agreement to include a final agreement 
period of twelve-months, i.e., January 1, 
1981 through December 31, 1981. In 
accordance with this amendment the 
levels of restraint established for the 
1981 agreement year have been reduced 
to two-thirds of the levels applicable 
during the eighteen-month period, as 
follows: 


Category Amended level of restraint for 1981 


67,211,511 square yards. 


1 All T.S.U.S.A. numbers in the category except 366.1855. 


. To the extent that there are any 
unfilled balances in the foregoing levels, 
merchandise exported during 1981 will 
be charged to those levels. Amounts in 
excess of the 1981 levels will be charged 
to the levels established for the 
categories during the twelve-month 
period which began on January 1, 1982. 
The following letter from the 
Chairman of the Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements 
cancels and supersedes the letter to the 
Commissioner of Customs of December 
19, 1980. 
Arthur Garel, 
Acting Chairman, Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements. 
March 22, 1982. 


Committee for the Implementation of Textile 

Agreements 

Commissioner of Customs, 

Department of the Treasury, Washington, 
DC. 


Dear Mr. Commissioner: This directive 
cancels and supersedes the directive issued 
to you on December 19, 1980 by the Chairman 
of the Committee for the Implementation of 
Textile Agreements which directed you to 
prohibit entry of certain cotton textile 
products, produced or manufactured in 
Pakistan and exported during the eighteen- 
month period which began on January 1, 1981. 


Under the terms of the Arrangement 
Regarding International Trade in Textiles 
done at Geneva on December 20, 1973, as 
extended on December 15, 1977 and 
December 22, 1981; pursuant to the Bilateral 
Cotton Textile Agreement of March 9 and 
March 11, 1982, between the Governments of 
the United States and Pakistan; and in 
accordance with the provisions of Executive 
Order 11651 of March 3, 1972, as amended by 
Executive Order 11951 of January 6, 1977, you 
are directed to prohibit, effective on March 
26, 1982 and for the twelve-month period 
which began on January 1, 1982 and extends 
through December 31, 1982, entry into the 
United States for consumption, and 
withdrawal from warehouse for consumption 
of cotton textile products in Categories 300- 
369, as a group, and individual Categories 
313, 315, 317, 319, 320, 331, 338, 339, 340, 341, 
347/348, 363 and 369 pt. in excess of the 
following levels of restraint: 


BOD OD DD iissdiercientniitbnntivnssitenses 201,201,062 square yards 


71,916,317 square yards. 


In carrying out this directive, entries of 
cotton textile products in the foregoing 
categories, except Categories 319, 338 and 
347, produced or manufactured in Pakistan, 
which have been exported to the United 
States on and after January 1, 1981, shall, to 
the extent of any unfilled balances, be 
charged against the levels of restraint 
established for such goods during the twelve- 
month period which began on January 1, 1981 
and extends through December 31, 1981. In 
the event the levels of restraint established 
for that period have been exhausted by 
previous entries, such goods shall be subject 
to the levels set forth in this letter. Cotton 
textile products in Categories 319, 338 and 
347, which have been exported prior to 
January 1, 1982 shall not be subject to this 
directive. 

The levels set forth above are subject to 
adjustment in the future according to the 
provisions of the bilateral agreement of 
March 9 and 11, 1982, between the 
Governments of the United States and 
Pakistan which provide, in part, that: (1) 
within the aggregate and group limits, 
specific levels of restraint may be exceeded 
by designated percentages; (2) specific levels 
may be increased for carryover and 
carryforward; and, (3) administrative 
arrangements or adjustments may be made to 
resolve problems arising in the 
implementation of the agreement. Any 
appropriate adjustments under the provisions 
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of the bilateral agreement, referred to above, 
will be made to you by letter. 

A detailed description of the textile 
categories in terms of T.S.U.S.A. numbers 
was published in the Federal Register on 
February 28, 1980 (45 FR 13172), as amended 
on April 23, 1980 (45 FR 27463), August 12, 
1980 (45 FR 53506), December 24, 1980 (45 FR 
85142), May 5, 1981 (46 FR 25121), October 5, 
1981 (46 FR 48963), October 27, 1981 (46 FR 
52409), and February 9, 1982 (47 FR 5926). 

The actions taken with respect to the 
Government of Pakistan and with respect to 
imports of cotton textile products from 
Pakistan have been determined by the 
Committee for the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements to involve foreign affairs 
functions of the United States. Therefore, 
these directions to the Commissioner of 
Customs, which are necessary for the 
implementation of such actions, fall within 
the foreign affairs exception to the rule- 
making provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553. This letter 
will be published in the Federal Register. 

Sincerely, ~ 
Arthur Garel, 
Acting Chairman, Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements. 
[FR Doc. 82-8195 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 3510-25-M 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
Corps of Engineers, Department of the 
Army 


intent To Prepare a Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS); Mississippi River-Coon Rapids 
Dam to Ohio River, Interim Report 3 
South Quincy Drainage and Levee 
District (Illinois) 

AGENCY: US Army Corps of Engineers, 
DOD. 

ACTION: Notice of intent to prepare a 
draft environmental impact statement. 


SUMMARY: 1. Description of Action. The 
US Army Corps of Engineers, Rock 
Island District, is considering a flood 
damage reduction project for the South 
Quincy Drainage and Levee District, 
Illinois. The South Quincy Drainage and 
Levee District is immediately south of 
Quincy, Illinois, in Adams County on the 
Mississippi River. It appears that the 
most viable solution to the flood 
problem is modification of the existing 
levee by raising and strengthening. 

The South Quincy Drainage and Levee 
District is primarily an agricultural area 
but has a commercial-industrial enclave 
in its northeast sector. 

2. Alternatives Being Considered. a. 
No Federal Action. 

b. Nonstructural Alternatives: 

(1) Evacuation; 

(2) Floodproofing; 

(3) Flood warning and forecasting. 

c. Structural Alternatives: 
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(1) Raise existing levee; 

(2) Construct new ring levee around 
concentrated industrial and commercial 
development. 

3. Public Involvement. Initial public 
meetings were held in June 1971, and 
public meetings addressing alternatives 
were held in August and December of 
1976. Informal meetings have been held 
with drainage district officials 
throughout the study period. 

The Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement will be sent to Federal, State 
and local Government agencies, and 
made available to private groups and 
individuals for comment. Coordination 
with interested agencies and individuals 
will be maintained during preparation of 
environmental documents. 

4. Elements to be Addressed in the 
Draft EIS. The Draft EIS will address 
flood damage reduction measures for 
the South Quincy Drainage and Levee 
District (Adams County, Illinois). The 
project is subject to the Fish and 
Wildlife Coordination Act, the Historic 
Preservation Act, the Endangered 
Species Act, Executive Order 11988 on 
Flood Plain Management, and Executive 
Order 11990 on wetlands. If required ~ 
under section 404 of the Clean Water 
Act, an evaluation report would be 
prepared and a Public Notice would be 
issued. In accordance with section 401 
of the Act, an application for water 
quality certification would be submitted 
to the State of Illinois. 

5. Estimated Release Date. The Draft 
EIS will be released for public review on 
or about 1 April 1982. 

Questions about the proposed action 
and the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement should be directed to the 
District Engineer, US Army Engineer 
District, Rock Island, Clock Tower 
Building, Rock Island, Illinois 61201. 

Dated: March 19, 1982. 

Bernard P. Slofer, 

Colonel, Corps of Engineers, District 
Engineer. 

[FR Doc. 82-8127 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am} 

BILLING CODE 3710-HN-M 
———————————————— 


DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 


National Advisory Council on indian 
Education; Meeting 

AGENCY: National Advisory Council on 
Indian Education. 

ACTION: Notice of meeting. 


SUMMARY: This notice sets forth the 
schedule and proposed agenda of a 
fourth-coming meeting of the full 
Council meeting, Reauthorization 
Hearing of the Legislative, Rules and 
Regulations Committee and Executive 


Committee of the National Advisory 
Council on Indian Education. This also 
describes the functions of the Council. 
Notice of these meetings is required 
under Section 10{a)(2) of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act. This 
document is intended to notify the 
general public of their opportunity to 
attend except for the first day of the 
Executive Committee Meeting, April 20, 
1982, as it is closed to the public. 
DATES: Full Council Meeting: April 17, 
1982, 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.; April 18, 
1982, 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.; and, April 19, 
1982, 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. 

Reauthorization Hearing: April 19, 
1982, 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. 

Executive Committee Meeting: April 
20, 1982, 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. (closed); 
April 21, 1982, 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. 
(open). 

ADDRESS: Full Council Meeting and 
Reauthorization Hearing: Sheraton- 
Commander Hotel, 16 Garden Street, 
Harvard Square, Cambridge, 
Massachusetts 02238 (617/547-4800). 

Executive Committee Meeting: 
National Advisory Council on Indian 
Education, 425 13th Street, N.W., Suite 
326, Washington, D.C. 20004 (202/376- 
8882). 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Michael P. Doss, Executive Director, 
National Advisory Council on Indian 
Education, 425 13th Street, N.W., Suite 
326, Washington, D.C. 20004 (202/376- 
8882). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
National Advisory Council on Indian 
Education is established under Section 
442 of the Indian Education Act, Title IV 
of Pub. L. 92-318, (20 U.S.C. 1221g). The 
Council is established to: 

(1) Submit to the Secretary of 
Education a list of nominees for the 
position of Director of Indian Education 
Programs; 

(2) Advise the Secretary of Education 
with respect to the administration 
(including the development of 
regulations and of administrative 
practices and policies) of any program 
in which Indian children or adults 
participate from which they can benefit, 
including Title III of the Act of 
September 30, 1950 (Pub. L. 81-874) and 
Section 810, Title VIII of the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 
(as added by Title IV of Pub. L. 92-318 
and amended by Pub. L. 93-380), and 
with respect to adequate funding 
thereof; 

(3) Review applications for assistance 
under Title III of the Act of September 
30, 1950 (Pub. L. 81-874), Section 810 of 
Title VIII of the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act of 1965 as 
amended and Section 314 of the Adult 
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Education Act (as added by Title IV of 
Pub. L. 92-318), and make 
recommendations to the Secretary with 
respect to their approval; 

(4) Evaluate. programs and projects 
carried out under any program of the 
Department of Education in which 
Indian children or adults can participate 
or from which they can benefit and, 
disseminate the results of such 
evaluations; 

(5) Provide technical assistance to 
local educational agencies and to Indian 
educational agencies, institutions and 
organizations to assist them in 
improving the education of Indian 
children; 

(6) Assist the Secretary of Education 
in developing criteria and regulations for 
the administration and evaluation of 
grants made under Section 303(b) of the 
Act of September 30, 1950 (Pub. L. 81- 
874) as added by Title IV, Part A, of Pub. 
L. 92-318; 

(7) Submit to the Congress not later 
than June 30 of each year a report of its 
activities, which shall include any 
recommendation it may deem necessary 
for the improvement of Federal 
education programs in which Indian 
children and adults participate, or from 
which they can benefit; which report 
shall include a statement of the 
Council’s recommendations to the 
Secretary with respect to the funding of 
any such programs; and, 

(8) Be consulted by the Secretary of 
Education regarding the definition of 
term “Indian,” as follows: 

Sec. 453 [Title IV, Pub. L. 92-318]. For the 
purpose of this title, the term “Indian” means 
any individual who (1) is a member of a tribe, 
band or other organized group of Indians, 
including those tribes, bands or groups 
terminated since 1940 and those recognized 
now or in the future by the State in which 
they reside or, who is a descendant, in the 
first or second degree, of any such member; 
or, (2) is considered by the Secretary of the 
Interior to be an Indian for any purpose; or, 
(3) is an Eskimo or Aleut or other Alaska 
Native; or, (4) is determined to be an Indian 
under regulations promulgated by the 
Secretary, after consultation with the 
National Advisory Council on Indian 
Education which regulations shall further 
define the term “Indian.” 


The full council meeting will be open 
to the public. This meeting will be held 
at the Sheraton-Commander Hotel, 16 
Garden Street, Harvard Square, 
Cambridge, Massachusetts 02238 (617/ 
547-4800). 

The proposed agenda includes: 

(1) Executive Director's report 

(2) Action on previous meeting 
minutes 

(3) Committee discussions and reports 

(4) Review of NACIE FY 1982 budget 
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(5) Plans for future NACIE activities 

(6) Regular Council business 

(7) Public testimony 

The Reauthorization Hearing will be 
open to the public. This hearing will be 
held at the Sheraton-Commander Hotel, 
16 Garden Street, Harvard Square, 
Cambridge, Massachusetts 02238 (617/ 
547-4800). 

The proposed agenda includes: 
Preliminary public hearing on the 
reauthorization of the Indian Education 
Act, Pub. L. 92-318. 

The Executive Committee meeting to 
be held on April 20, 1982, will be closed 
to the public from 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., 
to review proposals based on the 
provisions of the Indian Education Act, 
Title IV, Pub. L. 92-318, Section 42(b)(2) 
and make recommendations to the 
Secretary with respect to their approval. 
The meeting will be closed under the 
authority of Section 10{d) of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463; 
5 U.S.C., Appendix 1) and under 
exemptions (4) and (6) contained in the 
Government in the Sunshine Act (Pub. L. 
94-409; 5 U.S.C. 552b(c)(4) and (6). The 
reviewing of proposals must be held in 
the highest confidence until the 
announcement is released by the proper 
authorities as to which projects will be 
funded. Financial, privileged and 
confidential information in and related 
to these proposals will be discussed at 
the review session. Personal 
information, the disclosure of which 
would constitute a clearly unwarranted 
invasion of privacy, will also be 
discussed. Such matters are protected 
by exemptions (4) and (6) of Section 
552b{c), Title 5 U.S.C. 

The Executive Committee will also be 
meeting on April 21, 1982, from 9:00 a.m. 
to 5:00 p.m., for a planning session. This 
meeting will be open to the public. 

A summary of the activities at the 
closed session and related matters 
which are informative to the public 
consistent with the policy of Title 5 
U.S.C. 552b{c) will be available to the 
public within fourteen days of the 
meeting. - 

Records shall be kept of all Council 
proceedings and shall be available for 
public inspection at the office of the 
National Advisory Council on Indian 
Education located at 425 13th Street, 
N.W., Suite 326, Washington, D.C. 20004. 

Dated: March 18, 1982. Signed at 
Washington, D.C. 

Dr. Michael P. Doss, 

Executive Director, National Advisory 
Council on Indian Education. 

{FR Doc. 62-8111 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4000-01-M 


Office of Postsecondary Education 


Fellowships for Education for the 
Public Service Program; 
Notice for Fiscal Year 1982 


Applications from institutions of 
higher education for grants to make 
fellowship awards are invited under the 
Education for the Public Service 
Program. 

Authority for this program is 
contained in Part B of Title IX of the 
Higher Education Act of 1965, as 
amended. (20 U.S.C. 1134d-1134g) 

The Education for the Public Service 
Program (Public Service) provides grants 
to institutions of higher education to 
support fellowships for graduate and 
professional study to students who 
demonstrate financial need and who 
plan to pursue a career in public service, 
especially at the State and local levels. 
Public Service fellowships are intended 
to provide opportunities for qualified 
students, particularly minorities and 
women who have traditionally been 
underrepresented in these areas. 

A separate application must be filed 
for the Education for the Public Service 
Program regardless of any previous 
submission for support in this area 
under the Graduate and Professional 
Opportunities (G*POP) component of 
Title IX-B. Requests for G*POP support 
of fellowships in the area of public 
service will not be considered for 
support if funds are available under the 
Education for the Public Service 
component of Title [X-B. 

Closing date for transmittal of 
applications. An application for a grant 
must be postmarked or hand delivered 
by May 10, 1982. 

Applications delivered by mail: An 
application sent by mail must be 
addressed to the U.S. Department of 
Education, Application Control Center, 
Attention: 84.094, Washington, D.C. 
20202. 

An applicant must show proof of 
mailing consisting of one of the 
following: 

(1) A legibly dated U.S. Postal Service 
postmark. 

(2) A legible mail receipt with the date 
of mailing stamped by the U.S. Postal 
Service. 

(3) A dated shipping label, invoice, or 
receipt from a commercial carrier. 

(4) Any other proof of mailing 
acceptable to the Secretary of 
Education. 

If an application is sent through the 
U.S. Postal Service, the Secretary does 
not accept either of the following as 
proof of mailing: (1) A private metered 
postmark, or (2) a mail receipt that is not 
dated by the U.S. Postal Service. 


An applicant should note that the U.S. 
Postal Service does not uniformly 
provide a dated postmark. Before relying 
on this method, an applicant should 
check with its local post office. 

An applicant is encouraged to use 
registered or at least first class mail. 
Each late applicant will be notified that 
its application will not be considered. 

Applications delivered by hand: An 
application that is hand delivered must 
be taken to the Department of 
Education, Application Control Center, 
Room 5673, ROB-3 Building, 7th and D 
Streets, SW., Washington, D.C. 

The Application Control Center will 


‘accept a hand delivered application 


between 8:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. 
(Washington, D.C>time) daily, except 
Saturdays, Sundays, and Federal 
holidays. 

An application that is hand delivered 
will not be accepted after 4:30 p.m. on 
the closing date. 

Available funds: Applicants should 
note that the President has proposed 
budget rescissions to the Congress that 
may eliminate funds for this program. 
However, the deadline established in 
this notice will not be extended, and 
applicants should prepare and submit 
applications pending further 
notification. Applications must be 
submitted to the Application Control 
Center at the address in this notice. 

The Third Continuing Resolution (Pub. 
L. 97-92) has appropriated $1,920,000 for 
this program and waived the $75,000 
minimum grant requirement. Applicants 
should realize that both the available 
funds and the waiver end on March 31, 
1982 unless extended. In addition, 
applicants should note that funds are 
not authorized to be appropriated for 
Part A (institutional grants) for the next 
three years in accordance with Pub. L; 
97-35, the Omnibus Budget 
Reconciliation Act of 1981. 

With the availability of funds for the 
Public Service Program in fiscal year 
1982, the Secretary expects to provide 
support for continuation awards to 
fellows in good standing and to provide 
funds for approximately 123 new 
fellowships. With the waiver of the 
$75,000 minimum grant requirement, an 
estimated 25 to 30 institutions will be 
supported with new fellowships. If the 
amount of funds available after March 
31 is reduced or the waiver is not 
extended, fewer institutions will be able 
to be supported with new fellowships. 

Each institutional applicant applying 
for new fellowships under this 
Application Notice will be ranked 
according to the selection criteria set out 
as 34 CFR 649.13, governing the 
Education for the Public Service 
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Program. Only one-year fellowship 
awards will be made in fiscal year 1982. 
Any continuation support needed for 
students to complete degree programs 
will be provided in subsequent years, 
subject to conditions in the regulations 
and the appropriation of funds. 

These estimates do not bind the 
Department of Education to a specific 
number of grants or to the amount of 
any grant unless that amount is, 
otherwise specified by statute or 
regulations. 

Application forms: Application forms 
and program information packages are 
expected to be ready for mailing by 
March 26, 1982 and may be obtained by 
writing to the Graduate Programs 
Branch, Department of Education, . 
(Room 3060, ROB-3), 400 Maryland 
Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C. 20202. 

Applications must be prepared and 
submitted in accordance with the 
regulations, instructions, and forms 
included in the program information 
packages. 

The Secretary strongly urges that the 
narrative portion of an Education for the 
Public Service grant application not 
exceed 15 pages in length. The Secretary 
further urges that applicants not submit 
information that is not requested. 

Applicable regulations: Regulations 
applicable to this program include the 
following: . . 

(1) Regulations governing the 
Education for the Public Service 
Program (34 CFR Part 649) which were 
published in the Federal Register on 
November 9, 1981 (46 FR 55255). 

* (2) Education Department General 
Administrative Regulations (EDGAR) 
(34 CFR Parts 75 and 77, formerly 45 
CFR Parts 100a and 100c). 

Further information: For further 
information contact Dr. Donald N. 
Bigelow, Chief, Graduate Programs 
Branch, U.S. Department of Education, 
(Room 3060, ROB-3), 400 Maryland 
Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C. 20202. 
Telephone: (202) 245-2347. 


(20 U.S.C. 1134d-1134g) 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No. 
84.094, Education for the Public Service 
Program) 


Dated: March 22, 1982. 
T. H. Bell, 
Secretary of Education. 
[FR Doc. 82-8155 Filed 3-25-82; 6:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 


Voluntary Agreement and Pian of 
Action To implement the International 
Energy Program; Meeting 

In accordance with section 
252(c)(1)(A)(i) of the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6272), 
notice is hereby provided of a meeting 
of the Industry Working Party (IWP) to 
the International Energy Agency (IEA). 
The meeting will be held.on April 28 and 
29, 1982, at the offices of Mobil Oil 
Corporation, 3225 Gallows Road, 
Fairfax, Virginia, beginning at 9:30 a.m. 
on April 28. 

The agenda for the meeting is: . 

1. Status of Standing Group on Oil 
Market and IWP activities. 

2. Revised reporting instructions for 
the Crude Cost Information System, 
including consideration of alternative 
systems to provide more meaningful 
crude-cost data to the IEA. 

3. Arrangements for future meetings. 

As provided in section 252(c)(1)(A)(ii) 
of the Energy Policy and Consideration 
Act, these meetings will not be open to 
the public. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., March 22, 1982. 


' Craig S. Bamberger, 


Assistant General Counsel, International 
Trade and Emergency Preparedness. 

{FR Doc. 62-8103 Filed 3-25-82; 6:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


Economic Regulatory Administration 


Vermont Morgan Corp.; Proposed 
Remedial Order 


Pursuant to 10 CFR § 205.192(c) the 
Office of Special Counsel (OSC) of the 
Economic Regulatory Administration 
(ERA) of the Department of Energy 
hereby gives notice of a Proposed 
Remedial Order which was issued to 
Vermont Morgan Corporation. This 
Proposed Remedial Order charges 
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Vermont Morgan with pricing violations 
in the amount of $350,134, plus interest, 
connected with the sale of motor 
gasoline during the period April 1, 1979 
to June 30, 1979. 

A copy of the Proposed Remedial 
Order with confidential information 
deleted may be obtained from Robert J. 
McKee, Jr., Director, Philadelphia Field 
Office, ERA (215) 597-2633. Within 15 
days of publication of this notice, any 
aggrieved person may file a Notice of 
Objection with the Office of Hearings 
and Appeals, 12th and Pennsylvania 
Ave. NW., Washington, D.C. 20461, in 
accordance with 10 CFR Section 205.193. 

Issued in Philadephia, Pennsylvania on the 
10th day of March 1982. 

* Dated: March 1, 1982. 
Robert J. McKee, Jr., 
Director, Philadelphia Field Office, Economic 
Regulatory Administration, Department of 
Energy, 1421 Cherry St., 10th Floor, 
Philadephia, Pa. 19102. 
[FR Doc. 82-8104 Filed 3-25-62; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


Office of Hearings and Appeals 
% 


Cases Filed; Week of February 26 
Through March 5, 1982 


During the week of February 26, 
through March 5, 1982, the appeals and 
applications for exception or other relief 
listed in the Appendix to this Notice 
were filed with the Office of Hearings 
and Appeals of the Department of 
Energy. 

Under DOE procedural regulations, 10 
CER Part 205, any person who will be 
aggrieved by the DOE action sought in 
these cases may file written comments 
on the application within ten days of 
service of notice, as prescribed in the 
procedural regulations. For purposes of 
the regulations, the date of service of 
notice is deemed to be the date of 
publication of this Notice or the date of 
receipt by an aggrieved person of actual 
notice, whichever occurs first. All such 
comments shall be filed with the Office 
of Hearings and Appeals, Department of 
Energy, Washington, D.C. 20461. 


Dated: March 18, 1982. 
George B. Breznay, 
Director, Office of Hearings and Appeals. 
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SUBMISSION OF CASES RECEIVED BY THE OFFICE OF HEARINGS AND APPEALS 


' of Marathon Customers, 
Marathon Oil Co./Township Oil Co., Washington, D.C. 


[FR Doc. 82-8105 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


Objection to Proposed Remedial 
Orders Filed; Period of February 8 
Through February 19, 1982 

During the period of February 8 
through February 19, 1982, the notices of 
objection to a proposed remedial order 
listed in the Appendix to this Notice 
were filed with the Office of Hearings 
and Appeals of the Department of 
Energy. 

Any person who wishes to participate 
in the proceeding the Department of 
Energy will conduct concerning the 
proposed remedial order described in 
the Appendix to this Notice must file a 
request to participate pursuant to 10 
CFR 205.194 within 20 days after 
publication of this Notice. The Office of 
Hearings and Appeals will then 
determine those persons who may 
participate on an active basis in the 
proceeding and will prepare an official 
service list, which it will mail to all 
persons who filed requests to 
participate. Persons may also be placed 
on the official service list as non- 
participants for good cause shown. 

All requests to participate in this 
proceeding should be filed with the 
Office of Hearings and Appeals, 
Department of Energy, Washington, D.C. 
20461 
* Date: March 18, 1982. 

George B. Breznay, 

Acting Director, Office of Hearings and 

Appeals. 

Mobile Oil Corporation, Fairfax, Virginia, 
HRO-0030, Refined Petroleum Products 


On February 17, 1982, the Controller of the 
State of California and the Attorney General 


[Week of February 26 Through March 5, 1982] 


ee Appeals would 
discovery request 


deferred for future considera- 


tulings concerning the 
tion in the Jan. 21, 1982 Decision and Order issued to the Office of Special 
(Case No. HRD-0003). 


information 
be rescinded and Lake Shore, inc. would receive access to certain DOE 


information. 
Protective Order. if granted: Marathon Oil Company would enter into a Protec- 
tive Order with the Committee of Marathon 


Customers and Township Oil 


neering De einen ae Ee en 
Marathon Oil 


of Objections to Proposed 


Remedial 
Sainahemid tw hey Ge Glin ef Spach Geimaadhaabtaenantntuaetee 


HRO-0025). 


of the State of Michigan filed Notices of 
Objection to a Proposed Remedial Order 
(PRO) which the DOE Office of Special 
Counsel (OSC) issued to Mobil Oil 
Corporation (Mobil) on December 30, 1981. 
On February 18, 1982, Mobil filed its Notice of 
Objection to the PRO. In the PRO the OSC 
found that Mobil had overstated certain non- 
product costs available for recovery under 
the refiner price rule in an amount totalling 
$430,000,000. The PRO directs Mobil to 
recalculate these non-product costs and to 
submit a plan, subject to DOE approval, 
which specifies the identities of any 
overcharged customers and the amounts to 
be refunded to each of these customers. 

[FR Doc. 82-8106 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


Economic Regulatory Administration 


Allied Materials Corp. and Excel Corp. ; 
Proposed Consent Order; Correction 


AGENCY: Economic Regulatory 
Administration, DOE. 


ACTION: Correction of proposed consent 
order. 


sumMMARY: The Economic Regulatory 
Administration (ERA) of the Department 
of Energy (DOE) announces a correction 
to the Notice of Proposed Consent Order 
published in the Federal-Register, March 
15, 1982, 47 FR 11057. 

The following correction is made in 
Column 2 page 11058 of Vol. 47 of the 
Federal Register: The amount of 
$561,767.54 is corrected to “$651,767.54.” 


Issued in Tulsa, Oklahoma on the 17th day 
of March 1982. 
John W. Sturges, 
Director, Tulsa Office, Economic Regulatory 
Administration. 
[FR Doc. 82-8186 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 


Issued: June 10, 1981. 


On July 29, 1975, following a 
complaint by the McDowell County 
Consumers Council, Inc., the Federal 
Power Commission ' ordered an 
investigation into the affiliate and non- 
affiliate coal procurement and pricing 
practices and policies of the American 
Electric Power Company, Inc. (AEP), 
and its operating-utility, coal-producing 
and other subsidiaries. An 
administrative law judge was assigned 
to preside over the investigator, and 
numerous, parties, including several 
state commissions, were granted 


‘Responsibility for this case was assumed by the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission upon its 
creation on October 1, 1977. As used herein, the 
term “Commission” refers to the Federal Power 
Commission or the Federal Energy Regulatory 

upon whether events 
referred to occurred before or after October 1, 1977. 
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intervention. Our staff was the only 
participant to pursue the investigation 
actively. 

On July 31, 1978, after obtaining and 
evaluating data and information through 
discovery, and after conducting audits 
of all coal companies within the AEP 
system and of the transportation 
division of Indiana & Michigan Electric 
Company (I&M), the staff submitted 
twelve preliminary reports of 
investigation, including a summary 
cover report, to the judge. On October 
27, 1978, the Securities and Exchange 
Commission's Division of Corporate 
Regulation (Division) filed comments on 
the staff's preliminary reports. On June 
1, 1979, the staff submitted two 
supplemental reports of investigation to 
the judge. 

On November 14, 1979, the staff 
submitted its final report of 
investigation to the judge. In that report, 
the staff set out investigative findings 
and made 19 specific recommendations.” 
On January 31, 1980, AEP filed a 
response to the staff's final report and 
on February 14, 1980, the Commission 
ordered the entire investigative record, 
including the staff's various reports, 
AEP’s response and the Division's 
comments, certified to it in order “to 
pinpoint the issues of this case and 
develop the most expeditious methods 
for resolving them.” The judge made 
that certification on February 15, 1980. 

Most of the staff's recommendations 
urged the Commission to initiate 
hearings pursuant to Sections 205 and 
206 of the Federal Power Act. In the 
main the purpose of these hearings 
would be to address the propriety of 
charges made by AEP’s various utility 
subsidiaries through their wholesale fuel 
adjustments clauses. In addition, the 
staff suggested deferral of Commission 
action in four areas pending the 
conclusion of several Securities and 
Exchange Commission matters. Further, 
the staff requested that we treat its 
recommendations to revise 18 CFR 
35.14{a)(7) as comments to be 
considered in our pending rulemaking, 
Docket No. RM79-41. 

We have considered the staff's 
recommendations. Several warrant 
further Commission action now; others 
are best deferred; the remaining 
recommendations merit no further 
Commission action.* 


*The numbered “recommendations” referred to in 
this order are those of the staff's final report. 

* This order deals with recommendations 1-18; we 
have previously referred recommendation 19 to our 
Office of Enforcement. 


Referrals to the Office of the Chief 
Accountant 


Several of the staff's 
recommendations involve accounting 
procedures. Information in the staff's 
reports indicates that in several 
instances AEP and its operating 
subsidiaries may not have adhered to 
appropriate accounting procedures 
required by the Federal Power Act and 
the Commission's regulations.* We 
believe these accounting matters can be 
more expeditiously dealt with by our 
Chief Accountant rather than by trial- 
type proceedings at this time. 
Accordingly, we refer staff 
recommendations 1, 6, 7, 8, 10 and 12 to 
the Office of Chief Accountant for 
appropriate action. 


Initiation of Hearing 


The staff made substantial inquiry 
into the affiliate coal procurement 
operations of AEP and its operating 
subsidiaries. This inquiry focused on 
three subjects: (1) The expansion of AEP 
affiliate coal operations in the East; (2) 
the development of new coal supply 
operations in the western United States 
and (3) the curtailment of non-affiliate 
coal shipments and continued reliance 
on affiliated western coal shipments 
after initial decisions to develop or 
expand affiliated western coal 
operations. 

The first two subjects led to 
recommendations 15 and 16. In both 
situations AEP’s actions followed the 
approval by the Securities and 
Exchange Commission of applications to 
develop or expand affiliate coal mining 
operations filed under the Public Utility 
Holding Company Act of 1935, 15 U.S.C. 


*Recommendation 1 involves what the staff 
concludes to be the improper inclusion of 
retroactive billing adjustments in the fuel 
adjustment clause charges by Ohio Power 
Company. Recommendation 6 claims that Ohio 
Power Company has failed to properly credit 
royalty revenues for oil and gas rights on its 
property to its Account 151, thereby increasing fuel 
adjustment charges to its customers. 
Recommendation 7 asserts the improper inclusion 
by AEP'’s operating companies of certain fuel 
procurement costs incurred from 1974-1976 in 
Account 151, which costs subsequently flowed 
through those companies’ fuel adjustment clauses. 
Recommendation 8 involves possible accounting 
irregularities in Indiana & Michigan Electric 
Company’s inclusion of profits for river 
transportation services in its fuel adjustment 
charges to customers. Recommendation 10 claims 
that Ohio Power Company has been improperly 
charging certain equipment maintenance accrual 
expenses to Account 151 prior to the actual 
incurrence of expenses. Recommendation 12 
concerns Indiana & Michigan's decision to include 
certain lease payments (on property sold by the . 
utility and leased back) in its coal costs. The 
contention is that the utility's gain on the sale of this 
property should have been credited as an 
adjustment to rental cost and amortized over the life 
of the lease. 
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79 et seq. We are not persuaded that an 
examination of the prudence of those 
investment decisions for ratemaking 
purposes would be useful at this 
juncture. Accordingly, we terminate any 
further proceedings on the staff's 
recommendations 15 and 16. 

On the other hand, we are quite 
interested in recommendation 17— 
charging that AEP’s current and ongoing 
coal procurement practices are 
imprudent. Information in the staff's 
reports and recommendations suggests 
that AEP is continuing to curtail or 
forego independent western coal 
deliveries in favor of deliveries from its 
affiliated western mines and expansion 
of its Utah coal mining operations, that 
this practice may have led its utility 
operating companies to incur excessive 
coal acquisition costs, and that 
incurrence of those costs may be 
imprudent in light of information 
currently available to AEP. 


The possible imprudent incurrence of 
costs by AEP’s operating utility 
companies through coal acquisition 
transactions with affiliates may have 
already resulted in or could hereafter 
lead to unjust and reasonable rates for 
sales of electricity to AEP’s interchange 
or other wholesale customers. It is 
therefore appropriate to set this matter 
for hearing undr Sections 205 and 206 of 
the Federal Power Act.® 


Other Remaining Issues 


As for recommendations 9, 11, 13, and 
14,° the staff tells us that further 
Commission action, if any, may 
appropriately be deferred in view of 
related ongoing activities of the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 
and its Division of Corporate Regulation. 


5 We emphasize that this hearing should not 
become an examination into the prudence of AEP’s 
initial investment decisions regarding affiliate coal 
procurement in the West. Rather, the hearing is to 
focus upon the reasonableness of AEP’s current coal 
procurement practices in light of information now 
available to it. 3 

® These recommendations generally seek 
modification of certain AEP accounting and auditing 
practices. Recommendation 9 urges AEP to employ 
outside consultants to determine the adequacy of its 
subsidiaries’ coal depreciation and depletion 
practices. Recommendation 11 would have AEP 
perform periodic studies to determine cost-based 
future barging rates to be charged by its water 
transportation subsidiary to AEP-system plants. The 
staff has also expressed concern about AEP’s 
procedures for pricing affiliate development coal. 
Thus, recommendation 13 seeks AEP’s 
implementation of consistent pricing procedures for 
its development coal. Finally, recommendation 14 
advocates the use of embedded capital costs to 
determine rates of return on AEP’s coal equipment 
leasing charges. In all of these areas, we understand 
the securities and Exchange Commission is studying 
the potential problems raised by our staff's 
recommendations and we expect continuing staff- 
level communication with the SEC. 
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We agree and accordingly defer further 
Commission action on 
recommendations. 

The staff requested that its 
recommendations concerning revision of 
18 CFR 35.14{a){7) be treated as 
comments in our pending rulemaking. 
Docket No. RM79-41. We adopt that 
recommendation. 

Finally, we conclude, as an exercise of 
our discretion, that no further action is 
warranted en recommendations 2, 3, 4, 
and 5,’ in this proceeding. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) As discussed in this order, the 
matters raised in staff recommendations 
1, 6, 7, 8, 10 and 12 are referred to the 
Office of Chief Accountant for further 
appropriate action. 

(B) The matters raised in staff 
recommendations 9, 11, 13 and 14 are 
deferred pending completion of 
proceedings before the Securities and 
Exchange Commission. 

(C) Staff recommendation 18 is to be 
incorporated in the record of Docket No. 
RM79-41. 

(D) No further action will be taken on 
staff recommendations 2, 3, 4, 5, 15 and 
16. 

(E) Pursuant to the authority 
contained in, and subject to the 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
section 402(a) of DOE Act and by the 
Federal Power Act, specifically sections 
205 and 206, and pursuant to the 
Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure, and the regulations under the 
Federal Power Act (18 CFR Chapter I 
(1980)), a public hearing shall be held to 
determine whether current policies and 
practices of American Electric Power 
Company or any of its utility operating 
companies regarding acquisition of coal 
from affiliated Utah mines and 
expansion of those mining operations 
rather than acquisition of coal-from 
independent suppliers have resulted or 
will result in unjust and unreasonable 
rates to interchange or other wholesale 


7 Recommendation 2 concerned coal charges 
based upon spot market prices made by Windsor 
Power House Coal Company, fan AEP subsidiary) to 
the Ohio Power Company (one of AEP’s utility 
subsidiaries) during a six month period in 1974. 
Recommendation 3 dealt with the staff's claim that 
delayed payments by Ohio Power Company to 
Windsor Power House Coal Company resulted in 
excess coal charges to Ohio Power during 1975 and 
1976. The staff's fourth recommendation charged 
Ohio Electric Company (one of AEP’s utility 
subsidiaries) with improperly including the 
intermine conveyor costs of its affiliate, Southern 
Ohio Coal Company, in its fuel adjustment clause 
charges. In its recommendation 5 the staff 
contended that the costs of Ohio Power Company's s 
rental of coal cars incurred prior to the time when 
the Gavin Plant {which was to receive delivery of 
these cars) was completed, should not have been 
charged to customers through the fuel adjustment 
clause. 


customers of AEP’s utility operating 
companies. 

(F) A presiding administrative law 
judge, to be designated by the Chief 
Administrative Law Judge, shall 


approximately thirty days of the 
issuance of this order in a hearing room 
of the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426. The staff 
shall come prepared to discuss and 
submit requests for such data or 
information as it deems necessary. The 
designated presiding judge is authorized 
to rule upon such requests and all other 
motions (except motions to consolidate 
or sever and motions to dismiss}, and to 
establish procedural dates, as provided 
for in the Commission's rules of practice 
and procedure. 

(G) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order in the Federal 
Register. 

By the Commission. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-6164 Filed 3-25-82; 645 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


Office of Assistant Secretary for 
International Affairs 
European Atomic Energy Community; 
Proposed Subsequent Arrangement, 
Japan : 
Pursuant to section 131 of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended (42 
U.S.C. 2160) notice is hereby given of a 
proposed “subsequent arrangement” 
under the Agreement for Cooperation 
Between the Government of the United 
States of America and the Government 
of Japan Concerning Civil Uses of 
Atomic Energy, as amended. 


The subsequent arrangement to be 
carried out under the above mentioned 


“agreement involves approval for 


shipment of 20 kilograms of irradiated 
highly enriched fuel from the JMTR 
research reactor in Japan to the 
Department of Energy Savannah River 
facility for reprocessing and storage. 

In acco: with section 131 of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, 
it has been determined that this 
subsequent arrangement will not be 
inimical to the common defense and 
security. This arrangement for the return 
of U.S. origin highly enriched uranium 
(HEU) is consistent with U.S. 
nonproliferation policy in that it serves 
to reduce the amount of HEU abroad. 

This subsequent arrangement will 
take effect no sooner than April 12, 1982. 

For the Department of Energy. 


Dated: March 22, 1982. 
Harold D. Bengelsdorf, 
Director, Office of International Nuclear and 
Non-Proliferation Policy. 
[FR Doc. 82-189 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 amj 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


European Atomic Energy Community; 
en ere 


Pursuant to section 131 of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended {42 
U.S.C. 2160) notice is hereby given of a 
proposed “subsequent arrangement” 
under the Agreement for Cooperation 
Between the Government of the United 
States of America and the Government 
of Sweden Concerning Civil Uses of 
Atomit Energy, as amended, and the 
Additional Agreement for Cooperation 
Between the Government of the United 
States of America and the European 
Atomic Energy Community (EURATOM) 
Concerning Peaceful Uses of Atomic 
Energy, as amended. 

The subsequent arrangement to be 
carried out under the above mentioned 
agreements involves approval for the 
retransfer of 500 grams of uranium, 
enriched to 3.5% in U-235 from Denmark 
to Sweden. The material is to be utilized 
for the fabrication of nuclear fuel 
elements. 

In accordance with section 131 of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, 
it has been determined that this 
retransfer, designated as RTD/SW(EU}- 
123 will not be inimical to the common 
defense and security. 

This subsequent arrangement will 
take effect no sooner than April 12, 1982. 

For the Department of Energy. 

Dated: March 22, 1982. 

Harold D. Bengelsdorf, 

Director, Office of International Nuclear and 
Non-Proliferation Policy. 

(FR Doc. 82-8188 Filed 3-25-82, 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6450-01-41 


Western Area Power Administration 
Post-1989 Power Marketing Pian; 


Extension of Time To Submit Written 
Comments 


AGENCY: Western Area Power 
Administration, DOE. 

ACTION: Notice of an extension of time 
to submit written comments. 


suMMaRy: The notice of the first public 
information meeting on criteria for the 
post 1989 marketing of power resources 
by Western Area Power 
Administration’s [Western) Loveland- 
Fort Collins Area Office (LFCAO) stated 
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that written comments were due on 
March 20, 1982. This notice extends the 
time that written comments can be 
submitted until April 8, 1982. 

DATE: Written comments from interested 
persons must be submitted to the 
LFCAO Area Manager by April 8, 1982, 
at the address given below. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Peter G. Ungerman, Area Manager, 
Loveland-Fort Collins Area Office, 
Western Area Power Administration, 
P.O. Box 2650, Fort Collins, CO 80522, 
Telephone: (303) 224-7201. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
February 10, 1982, notice of a public 
information meeting on criteria for the 
post-1989 marketing of power resources 
by Western’s LFCAO was published in 
the Federal Register at 47 FR 6088. The 
meeting was held as scheduled on 
February18, 1982. 

The purpose of this notice is to extend 
the comment period on matters 
discussed during that meeting until April 
8, 1982. 

Issued at Golden, Colorado, March 22, 
1982, 

Robert L. McPhail, 
Administrator. 

{FR Doc. 82-8309 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


[OPTS-59080A; TSH-FRL-2081-6] 


Approval of Test Marketing 
Exemption; Substituted Aryl Alky! 
Siloxane 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: EPA received an application 
for a test marketing exemption (TM-82- 
03) under section 5 of the Toxic 
Substances Control Act (TSCA) on 
February 1, 1982. Notice of receipt of the 
application was published in the Federal 
Register of February 9, 1982 (47 FR 5934). 
EPA has granted the exemption. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: This exemption is 
effective on March 15, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Rachel S. Diamond, Chemical Control 
Division (TS-794), Office of Toxic 
Substances, Environmental Protection 
Agency, Rm. E-206, 401 M St., SW., 
Washington, DC 20460, (202-382-3745). 


* SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under 


section 5 of TSCA, anyone who intends 
to manufacture in, or import into, the 
United States a new chemical substance 
for commercial purposes must submit a 


notice to EPA before manufacture or 
import begins. A “new” chemical 
substances is any chemical substance 
that is not on the Inventory of existing 
substances compiled by EPA under 
section 8(b) of TSCA. Section 5(a)(1) 
requires each premanufacture notice 
(PMN) to be submitted in accordance 
with section 5{d) and any applicable 
requirements of section 5(b). Section 
5(d)(1) defines the contents of a PMN 
and section 5(b) contains additional 
reporting requirements for certain new 
chemical substances, 

Section 5{h), “Exemptions”, contains 
several provisions for exemptions from 
some or all of the requirements of 
section 5. In particular, section 5(h)(1) 
authorizes EPA, upon application, to 
exempt persons from any requirements 
of section 5{a) or section 5(b), and to 
permit them to manufacture or process 
chemical substances for test marketing 
purposes. To grant an exemption, the 
Agency must find that the test marketing 
activities will not present any 
unreasonable risk of injury to health or 
the environment. EPA must either 
approve or deny the application within 
45 days of its receipt, and under section 
5(h)(6) the Agency must publish a notice 
of this disposition in the Federal 
Register. If EPA grants a test marketing 
exemption, it may impose restrictions on 
the test marketing activities. 

On February 1, 1982, EPA received an 
application for an exemption from the 
requirements of sections 5{a) and 5(b) of 
TSCA to manufacture a new chemical 
substance for test marketing purposes. 
The applicaton was assigned test 
marketing exemption number TM-82-03. 
The manufacturer has claimed its 
identity, the specific chemical identity, 
and the production volume as 
confidential business information. The 
generic name provided for the new 
substance is substituted aryl alkyl 
siloxane and it will be used as a site- 
limited intermediate. During 
manufacture, dermal and inhalation 
exposure may occur to eight workers, 4 
hr/da during a 6-month period. A notice 
published in the Federal Register of 
February 9, 1982 (47 FR 5934) announced 
receipt of this application and requested 
comment on the appropriateness of 
granting the exemption. The Agency did 
not receive any comments concerning 
the application. 

EPA has established that the test 
marketing of the substance described in 
TM-82-03, under the conditions set out 
in the application, will not present any 
unreasonable risk of injury to health or 
the environmental for the reasons 
explained below. Although the new 
chemical will be a strong irritant and 
may also present some potential for 
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chronic health effects, workers will 
wear full face mask and additional body 
protection when handling the new 
substance. Because the substance is a 
chemical intermediate, no consumer 
exposure is expected. No significant 
environmental concerns were identified, 
and environmental release of the 
substance will be low. 

This test marketing exemption is 
granted based on the facts and 
information obtained and reviewed, but 
is subject to all conditions set out in the 
exemption application and, in particular, 
those enumerated below. 

1, This exemption is granted solely to 
this manufacturer. 

2. The applicant must maintain 
records of the date(s) and amounts of 
manufacture of the new chemical and 
must make these records available to 
EPA upon request. 

3. The use of this substance as an 
intermediate is restricted to the site of 
its manufacture. 

4. The production volume of the new 
substance may not exceed the quantity 
described in the test marketing 
exemption application. 

5. The test marketing activity 
approved in this notice is limited to a 
period of 6 months commencing on the 
date of signature of this notice by the 
Administrator. 

6. The number of workers exposed to 
the new chemical should not exceed 
that specified in the application, and the 
duration of exposure should not exceed 
that specified. 

7. Ata minimum, workers must wear 
full face mask, rubber gloves, and arm 
protection when handling the new 
chemical. 

The Agency reserves the right to 
rescind its decision to grant this 
exemption should any new information 
come to its attention which casts 
significant doubt on the Agency’s 
conclusion that the test marketing of this 
substance under conditions specified in 
the application will not present an - 
unreasonable risk of injury to human 
health or the environmental. 

Dated: March 15, 1982. 

Anne M. Gorsuch, 
Administrator. 

(FR Doc. 82-7861 Filed 3-25-82; 6:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-31-M 


{ER-FRL-2083-6]) 


Availability of Environmental impact 
Statements Filed March 15 Through 19, 
1982, Pursuant to 40 CFR Part 1506.9 


RESPONSIBLE AGENCY: Office of Federal 
Activities, Ms. Kathi Wilson, (202) 245- 
3006. 
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Corps of Engineers: 

EIS No. 820152, Draft, COE, CO, Taylor 
Draw Dam and Reservoir Project, Rio 
Blanco County, Permit, Due: May 10, 1982 

EIS No. 820142, Final, COE, LA, Mermentau 
River Basin, Operation/Maintenance of 
Four Projects, Due: Apr. 26, 1982 

Department of Energy: 

EIS No. 820146, Draft, BPA, sev, ID MT WA 
Garrison-Spokane 500 kV Transmission 
Line (BPA FY 76), Due: May 10, 1982 

Department of the Interior: 

EIS No. 820154, Draft, BLM, AZ, Lower Gila 
North Planning Area Grazing Managment 
Program, Due: May 21, 1982 

EIS No. 820156, Final, IBR, AZ, Central 
Arizona Project, Water Allocation and 
Service Contracting, Due: Apr. 26, 1982 

EIS No. 820155, Draft, SFW, sev, IN MI St. 
Joseph River Anadromous Fisheries 
Program, Due: May 17, 1982 

Department of Transportation: 

EIS No. 820141, Final, FHW, HI, Sand 
Island Access Road Widening and 
Improvement, Honolulu County, Due: 
Apr. 26, 1982 

EIS No. 820145, FSuppl, FHW, IA, Arterial 
561, Kerrigan Road (US 61/151) to 16th 
Street, Dubuque Co., Due: Apr. 26, 1982 

Environmental Protection Agency: 

EIS No. 820140, Draft, EPA, sev, NY NJ New 
York Bight Cellar Dirt Disposal Site 
Designation, Due: May 10, 1982 

EIS No. 820149, Draft, EPA, LA, Jefferson 
Parish (West Bank) Wastewater 
Treatment Facilities, Grant, Due: May 10, 
1982 

EIS No. 820151, Draft, EPA, TX, HW Pirkey 
Power Plant/Hallsville Surface Lignite 
Mine, NPDES Permit, Due: May 10, 1982 

General Services Administration: 

EIS No. 820153, Final, GSA, sev, PRO CO 
Denver/Boulder Housing of Federal 
Agencies Program, Due: Apr. 26, 1982 

EIS No. 820143, Final, GSA, NB, Omaha 
Federal Building, Parking and Vehicle 
Maintenance Facilities, Due: Apr. 26, 
1982 

Department of Housing and Urban 
Development: 

EIS No., 820147, Final, HUD, TX, Austin 
North Sector Growth Areawide Study, 
Mortgage Insurance, Due: Apr. 26, 1982 

EIS No. 820148, Final, HUD, TX, San 
Jacinto Heights Subdivision, Mortgage 
Insurance, Montgomery Co., Due: Apr. 
26, 1982 

EIS No. 820144, Final. HUD, MD, 
Carrolltowne Planned Development, 
Mortgage Insurance, Carroll County, Due: 
Apr. 26, 1982 

Nuclear Regulatory Commission: 
EIS No. 820150, Draft, NRC, OH, Perry 


Nuclear Power Plant, Units 1 and 2, 
Operating Licenses, Due: May 10, 1982 
Amended Notice: 

EIS No. 820106, FSuppl, COE, CA, San Luis 
Rey River Flood Contro! Project, San 
Diego County, Due: Apr. 26, 1982* 

Dated: March 23, 1982. 

Louis J. Cordia, 

Acting Director, Office of Federal Activities. 
[FR Doc. 82-6193 Filed 3-25-82: 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6560-37-™ 


([ER-FRL-2083-6] 


EPA Comments on Environmental 
impact Statements and Other Actions 
impacting the Environment; 
Availability of Report 

AGENCY: Office of Federal Activities (A— 
104), U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 

SUMMARY: Pursuant to the requirements 
of section 102(2){c} of the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, and 
section 309 of the Clean Air Act, as 
amended, EPA has reviewed and 
commented in writing on Federal agency 
actions impacting the environment. A 
report which identifies EPA’s comments 
released during February 1982 is being 
prepared and is available upon request. 
To obtain a copy of this report you 
should contact: Management 
Information Unit, Office of Federal 
Activities (A-104), U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, Washington, D.C. 
20460. 


Dated: March 23, 1982. 
Louis J. Cordia, 
Acting Director, Office of Federal Activities. 
{FR Doc. 82-8194 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-37-M 


[OPTS-53035; TSH-FRL-2083-1] 


Premanufacture Notices; 
Status Report for February 1982 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Notice. 


“Published Federal Register March 12, 1982— 
Review period reestablished due to noncompletion 
of distribution: 


summary: Section 5{d)(3) of the Toxic 
Substances Control Act (TSCA) requires 
EPA to issue a list in the Federal 
Register at the beginning of each month 
reporting the premanufacture notices 
(PMNs) pending before the Agency and 
the PMNs for which the review period 
has expired since publication of the last 
monthly summary. This is the report for 
February 1982. 


DATE: Writien comments are due no 
later than 30 days before the applicable 
notice review period ends on the 
specific chemical substance. 
Nonconfidential portions of the PMNs 
may be seen in Rm E-106 at the address 
below between 8:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m., 
Monday through Friday, excluding legal 
holidays. 


ADDRESS: Written comments are to be 
identified with the document control 
number “[OPTS-—53035]” and the specific 
PMN number should be sent to: 
Document Control Officer (TS—793), 
Management Support Division, Office of 
Pesticides and Toxic Substances, 
Environmental Protection Agency, Rm. 
E-409, 401 M Street, SW., Washington, 
D.C. 20460, (202-382-3532). 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Kirk Maconaughey, Chemical Control 
Division (TS-794), Office of Toxic 
Substances, Environmental Protection 
Agency, Rm. E-208, 401 M Street, SW., 
Washington, DC 20460, (202-382-3746). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
monthly status report published in the 
Federal Register as ired under 
section 5(d)(3}) of TSCA (90 Stat. 2012 (15 
U.S.C. 2504)}}, will identify: (a) PMNs 
received during February; (b) PMNs 
received previously and still under 
review at the end of February; (c) PMNs 
for which the notice review period has 
ended during February; (d) chemical 
substances for which EPA has received 
a notice of commencement to 
manufacture during February; and (e) 
PMNs for which the review period has 
been suspended. Therefore, the 
February 1982 PMN States Report is 
being published. 


Dated: March 18, 1982. 
Woodson W. Bercaw, 
Acting Director, Management Support 


Division. 


Premanufacture Notices Monthly Status Report, February 1982 - 


|. 104 PREMANUFACTURE NOTICES RECEIVED DURING THE MONTH 


47 FR 5933 (2/9/82) ......... 
47 FR 6363 (2/11/82) ....... 
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|. 104 PREMANUFACTURE NOTICES RECEIVED DURING THE MONTH—Continued 


62-64 | Generic name: Polyamide-acrylic resin | 47 FR 6364 (2/11/82) 
82-85 | Generic name: Polymer of vegetable oil acids, alkane diols, and carbomonocyciic a: .| 47 FR 6364 (2/11/82) 
82-66.| Generic name: Modified polymer of styrene alkyl methacrylate and a substituted alkyl methacry- | 47 FR 6364 (2/11/82) 
late. 
82-67 | Generic name: Disubstituted carbomoncycie | 47 FR 6364 (2/11/82) ad 
82-68 | Generic name: Polymer of diphenyimethane diisocyanate and hydroxy alkyl ethers . ..| 47 FR 6365 (2/11/82)... | May 
82-69 | Generic name: Polymer of diphenylmethane diisocyanate and hydroxy alkyl others . 47 FR 6365 (2/11/82)... ; 
82-70 a-[(1,3-dioxolan-2-yimethoxy) imino]benzene-acetonitrile 47 FR 7311 (2/18/82)... 
62-71 ; | 47 FR 7311 (2/18/82)... May 5, 1982. 
82-72 | Generic name: Alkenoic acid ester of a halogenated alkyl ary! ether .| 47 FR 7311 (2/18/82)... 
82-73 | De-acetylated anionic heteropolysaccharide of D-glucose, 6-deoxy L-mannose and D-glucuronic | 47 FR 7486 (2/19/82) wd May 6, 


4982. 


8823 $33 


1982, 


acid. 
82-74 | Generic name: Carbomonocyciic diester... picsbteedonsginataslonlil | 47 FR 7486 (2/19/82) 
62-75 | Generic name: Substituted pyridinium brom es ..| 47 FR 7487 (2/19/82)... 
82-76 | Petroleum resin, polymer with mixed vegetable oil acids; 4 3 isobenzofuradione; ai 47 FR 7487 (2/19/82) 
bis(hydroxymethyl)-1,3-propaneodiol. 
82-77 | Generic name: Higher alkyl acrylate-copolymer.................. ; ..| 47 FR 7487 (2/19/82) 
82-78 | Generic name: Alkyl acrylate alkylmethacrylate polymer . .| 47 FR 7487 (2/19/82)... 
82-79 | Generic name: Resorcino! modified phenoxy-S resin | 47 FR 7487 (2/19/82)... 
82-80 i ifi it | 47 FR 7488 (2/19/82)... 
82-81 | Generic name: Polyurethane from aromatic isocyanate and alkanols ... .| 47 FR 7489 (2/19/82)... 
82-82 | Alpha-methy! glucoside propoxyiate.... | 47 FR 7752 (2/22/82)... 
82-83 | Alpha-methyl glucoside propoxylated ethoxylated. | 47 FR 7752 (2/22/82)... 
82-84 | Generic name: Alkylthio metallic mercaptan.. .| 47 FR 7753 (2/22/82)......... 
62-85 | Generic name: Aromatic sulfonate salt........... .| 47 FR 7753 (2/22/82)... May 10, 1982. 
82-86 | A mixture of 1-amino-8-naphthol-4,6-disulfonic acid and its mono and disodium salts... | 47 FR 7753 (2/22/82)... 
82-87 te .| 47 FR 7753 (2/22/82) 
82-89 i i i .| 47 FR 8677 (3/1/82) wa] May 12, 1982. 
82-90 .| 47 FR 8677 (3/1/82) . 
62-91 i ..| 47 FR 8840 (3/2/82) . May 11, 1982. 
82-92 i a ..| 47 FR 8841 (3/2/82) . 
82-93 ..| 47 FR 8841 (3/2/82) . 
82-94 ‘i ..| 47 FR 8841 (3/2/82) . 
82-95 ..| 47 FR 8841 (3/2/82) . 
82-96 e i — .| 47 FR 8841 (3/2/82) . 
82-97 ic aci ‘se ..| 47 FR 8841 (3/2/82) . 
62-98 i . 5 | 47 FR 8841 (3/2/82). 
62-99 ‘ a ..| 47 FR 8841 (3/2/82) . 
82-100 i ..| 47 FR 8841 (3/2/82) . 
82-101 i soe | 47 FR 8841 (3/2/82) . 
82-102 a i | 47 FR 8841 (3/2/82). 
82-103 i ‘ ..| 47 FR 8841 (3/2/82). 
82-104 z ~ soetsteeil ..| 47 FR 8841 (3/2/82) . 
82-105 ‘p hcienante | 47 FR 8841 (3/2/82) 
82-106 i aoe ..| 47 FR 8841 (3/2/82) . 
62-107 i | 47 FR 8841 (3/2/82) . 
82-108 , * ..| 47 FR 8841 (3/2/82) . 
82-109 1 i 0 ..| 47 FR 8841 (3/2/82) . 
82-110 rt i ae : ..| 47 FR 8842 (3/2/82) . 
62-111 i id, i Kiehbvertendbehaineliaied ..| 47 FR 8842 (3/2/82) . 
62-112 | , ..| 47 FR 8842 (3/2/82) . 
82-113 | Tetradecanoic acid, isopentyi ester. ..| 47 FR 8842 (3/2/82) ; .| May 1, 1982. 
82-114 | Tetradecanoic acid, hexyl ester... ..| 47 FR 8842 (3/2/82) . | May 11, 1982. 
82-115 | Tetradecanoic acid, hepty! ester.. | 47 FR 8842 (3/2/82) . 4 
82-116 | Tetradecanoic acid, octyl ester.... ..| 47 FR 8842 (3/2/82) . 
82-117 | Hexadecanoic acid, propyl ester.. ..| 47 FR 8842 (3/2/82) . 
82-118 | Hexadecanoic acid, pentyl ester.. sbanbisuhesiny .| 47 FR 8842 (3/2/82). 
82-119 | Hexadecanoic acid, isopentyl ester. | 47 FR 8842 (3/2/82) . 
62-120 | Hexadecanoic acid, hexyl ester... ..| 47 FR 8842 (3/2/82) . 
82-121 | Hexadecanoic acid, heptyl ester... sae ..| 47 FR 8842 (3/2/82) . 
82-122 Hexadecanoic acid, decyl ester... ..| 47 FR 8842 (3/2/82) . 
82-123 ..| 47 FR 8842 (3/2/82) . 
62-124 f i se «| 47 FR 8842 (3/2/82) . 
82-125 r i a Sincpsicios ..| 47 FR 8842 (3/2/82) . 
82-126 ic aci Ge seth ..| 47 FR 8842 (3/2/82) . 
62-127 id, 7 ..| 47 FR 8842 (3/2/82) . 
82-128 ic name: b 5 ..| 47 FR 8675 (3/1/82). 
82-129 | Generic name: Esterfied copolymer of a vinyl compound and an unsaturated carboxylic acid ..| 47 FR 8675 (3/1/82) . 
82-130 Generic name: Nitrobenzene sulfonate. | 47 FR 8675 (3/1/82) . 
82-131 z ini i | 47 FR 8675 (3/1/82) . 
82-132 ; ..| 47 FR 8676 (3/1/82) . 
62-133 ; i ..| 47 FR 8676 (3/1/82). 
82-134 | Propenoic acid/methylenebutanedioic acid copo ymer sodium salt .. «| 47 FR 8676 (3/1/82) . 
82-135 | Polymer of 2-propenoic acid and methylenebutanedioci acid .. «| 47 FR 8676 (3/1/82) . ‘ J 
82-136 | Generic name: Disubstituted hetermonocycle acid.. ..| 47 FR 8842 (3/2/82) . .| May 19, 1982, 
82-137 | Generic name: Substituted amine complex ..| 47 FR 8843 (3/2/82) . .| May-20, 1982. 
82-138 | Generic name: Trisubstituted pheno! | 47 FR 8843 (3/2/62). 4 
82-139 | Polymer of hexanedioic acid and 2-(methylamino) ethanol .. ..| 47 FR 8843 (3/2/82) . 
82-140 yes mame: Oxirane (chloromethyl) polymer with 2. ‘{substitutedyethyt amine fractionation 47 FR 10073 (3/9/82)......... ‘| May 23, 1982. 
forecuts, methyl oxirane and oxirane. 
82-141 | Adduct of bis (isocyanatomethyl) benzene with 2-ethyl-2 (hydromymethy))-1,2-propane-diol... 47 FR 10074 (3/9/82). 1 24, 1982. 
62-142 | Generic name: isocyanate terminated polyether prepolymer ..... ..| 47 FR 10074 (3/9/82)... 
82-143 | Generic name: Heterocyclic-pheny! azo substance 47 FR 10074 (3/9/82) .. 
62-144 | Generic name: Heterocyclic-alkoxypheny! azo substance .. .| 47 FR 10074 (3/9/82).. 
82-145 | Generic name: Modified polyester polyurethane from substituted alkanediols, aikanedioic acid, and | 47 FR 10074 (3/9/82) 
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diisocyanate. 
82-146 B COPOLYMET ............000» o ..| 47 FR 10075 (3/9/82) 
62-147 i 47 FR 10075 (3/9/82) .. 
82-148 i bese 47 FR 10075 (3/9/82).. 
82-149 ..| 47 FR 10075 (3/9/82) 
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1. 104 PREMANUFACTURE NOTICES RECEIVED DuRING THE MONTH—Continued 


82-150 | Polymer of methyl methacrylate. ..| 47 FR 10075 (3/9/82) 
Generic name: Polymer of aliphatic and aromatic diacids and an aliphatic diol - .| 47 FR 10076 (3/9/82) ... 
Generic name: Fatty acids, tall oil, polymers with alicyclic glycol, phtahlic anhydride and trimethylol 47 FR 10076 (3/9/82)... 


propane. 
Generic name: Alkyl (substituted aryl) alkylate .. 47 FR 10076 (3/9/82)... 
Generic name: Alkyl (substituted aryl) alkylate. .| 47 FR 10076 (3/9/82)... 
Generic name: Polyether alkanyl esters 4 47 FR 10076 (3/9/82) ... 
Generic name: Disubstituted-6,13-dichloro-4, 11-triphenodioxazine disulfonic acid... 47 FR 10900 (3/12/82) 


NoTe.—PMN’s 82-155 through 82-165 are suspended due to problems with chemical identity. 


Il. 59 PREMANUFACTURE NOTICES RECEIVED PREVIOUSLY AND STILL UNDER REVIEW AT THE END OF THE MONTH 


ve ma 


82-1 | Generic name: Halogenated derivative of polyethylene glycol... ..| 47 FR 1409 (1/13/82) 
82-2 | Generic name: Propionic acid 1-methyl-2(amino functional)substit en ..| 47 FR 1409 (1/13/82)... 
82-3 | Generic name: Polydimethysiloxane, copolymer with (substituted alkyl) trimethoxy silane ” 

82-4 | Generic name: Polydimethylsiloxane, polymer with amino substituted and methy! sitsesquioxanes ..... . 

82-5 | Generic name: Alkyi[(substituted pheny!) aikylate] ..| 47 FR 2399 (1/15/82)... 

82-6 | Generic name: (Diaikylaminophenylazo)azobenzene sulfonic acid..... 47 FR 2399 (1/15/82)... 

82-7 | Generic name: Modified polymer of styrene, alkenoic acid, alkenoic es' ic | 47 FR 2400 (1/15/82)... 

esters. 

82-8 | Generic name: Polyester from vegetable oil acids, alkane triol, carbomonocyclic anhydride and | 47 FR 2400 (1/15/82)... -nnneeeneeenseeenneerneentensnnensnenenenesnae 

carbomonocyclic acids. 

82-9 | Generic name: Substituted di-alky! di-thio-phosphate 47 FR 2400 (1/15/82) ....... 
82-10 | Generic name: 2-ethyimer capto-3-ethyibenzthiazole iodide ..| 47 FR 2400 (1/15/82)... 
82-11 | Generic name: Polymer of a dihalo alkane, an alkyl alkenoate, and a Substituted alkyl . 47 FR 2401 (1/15/82)... 
82-12 | Generic name: Substituted polyhydroxy benzene derivative... .4 47 FR 2402 (1/75/82) ... 
82-13 | Generic name: Polyester diol .4| 47 FR 3031 (1/21/82)... 
82-14 | Generic name: Reaction product of a substituted benzene, formaldehyde and inorganic acid ... .| 47 FR 3593 (1/26/82)... 
82-15 | Generic name: Polyester from an unsaturated oil, alkanetriol, carbomonocyclic anhydride ‘and 47 FR 3593 (1/26/82)....... 

carbomonocyclic acids. 
82-16 | Generic name: Substituted cyclic amide-aldehyde condensation product... 47 FR 3593 (1/26/82)....... 
82-17 | Generic name: Sulfo monoazo dye, 2,2’4miniobis ethanot salt ..| 47 PR 3593 (1/26/82)... 
82-18 i ‘ ..| 47 FR 3593 (1/26/82)... 
82-19 i e itol i ..| 47 FR 3594 (1/26/82)... 
82-20 i r Di i i i ; ..| 47 FR 3594 (1/26/82)... 
82-21 i f NH i ..| 47 FR 3594 (1/26/82) ... 
82-22 1 ..| 47 FR 3594 (1/26/82) 
82-24 i ided.... 
82-25 | Generic name: Substituted a amine 1e polymer ..| 47 FR 3595 (1/26/82) 
82-26 | Generic name: Substituted amine... ..| 47 FR 3595 (1/26/82) .. 
82-27 | Generic name: Substituted amine.... ..| 47 FR 3595 (1/26/82) .... 
82-28 | Boron trifluoride-2,4 dimethylaniline complex. ..| 47 FR 3592 (1/26/82) 
82-29 | Generic name: Naphthalenedisulfonic acid, monoazo acid dye, lithium salt ..| 47 FR 3592 (1/26/82)... 
82-30 | Generic name: Polysubstituted alkyl polamine ..| 47 FR 3592 (1/26/82)... 
82-31 | Generic name: Quaternary, ammonium compoui | 47 FR 3592 (1/26/82)... 
82-32 | Generic name: Dichloro-triazinylamino-substituted ‘suffophenylazo-sulfonaphthalenylazo-benezene- 47 FR 4143 (1/28/82)... 
disulfonic acid, tetra sodium salt. 
82-33 | Generic name: Unsaturated polyester rein —..............ssssvsssssssnsesesssenesnsssnennanesnsnenesessssnsensserensenensnnensereeseesoty 47 FR 4143 (1/28/82) 
82-34 | Polymer of hydroxypropyl methacrylate, methyl methacrylate, dially! phthalate, styrene, buty! | 47 FR 4144 (1/28/82) 
metharcrylate, hydroxyethyl-acrylate, 2-ethyl hexyacrylate, acrylic acid. 
82-35 | Generic name: Reaction product of dehydroacid ester, polyhydric anhydride and substituted | 47 FR 4144 (1/28/82). .eeneneeseennenennnenenensnnene 
isocyanate. 
82-36 | Carnauba wax ethoxylated propoxylated wks 47 FR 4144 (1/28/82) 
82-37 | Generic name: Neutralized substituted alkanoic acid... .-4 47 FR 4145 (1/28/82)... 
82-38 | Generic name: Modified alkyd polymer from fatty acid oils, glycerin, and a carbomonocyciic 47 FR 4145 (1/28/82) 
anhydride. 
82-39 | Generic name: Polymer of a diisocyanate, polyglyco! and polysubstituted alky! amine 47 FR 4145 (1/28/82)....... 
82-40 | Generic name: Modified polymer of styrene, alkyl acrylates, alkyl methacrylates and a substituted | 47 FR 4145 (1/28/82) 
alkyl methacrylate. 
82-41 | Generic name: Naphthalenedisulfonic acid, dis-azo acid dye, lithium salt 47 FR 4735 (2/2/82)... 
82-42 Generic name: Alkyd polymer from fatty acids, substituted alkane triols, carbomonocyclic acids 47 FR 4735 (2/2/62) . 


82-43 i . r \ 47 FR 5330 (2/4/62) 

82-44 i " t Chloroheteropalyoyclic, i - ..| 47 FR 4736 (2/2/82) . 

82-45 i i idini i 47 FR 4736 (2/2/82). 

82-46 | Polymer from eucilesdlane acid, 2-methyl-2-((1-oxo-2-propenyl)amino), formamide, N-ethenyl, | 47 FR 5326 (2/4/82) 
2-propenamide. 


82-47 | Generic name: Alkyl, alkanol derivative of ammonia, chloride salt. 2 47 FR 5328 (2/4/82)..... 
82-48 i - ..| 47 FR 5331 (2/4/82) . 
82-49 i ) polyester potyurethane .. ..| 47 FR 5328 (2/4/82). 
82-50 ..| 47% FR 5328 (2/4/82) . 
82-51 adipoycchiorde ..| 47 FR 5331 (2/4/82) 
82-52 i i .| 47 FR 5331 (2/4/82). 
82-53 ..| 47 FR $329 (2/4/82) . 
82-54 | 47 FR 5329 (2/4/82) . 
82-55 i ; ini i ..| 47 FR 5329 (2/4/82) . 
82-56 i 4 i * 47 FR 5329 (2/4/82) ...... 
82-57 i 5 i 47 FR 5330 (2/4/82) 
82-58 i 4 i 4 47 FR 5330 (2/4/82) . 
82-59 u ic di ..| 47 FR 5330 (2/4/82) . 
82-60 | Generic name: Zinc, O,O-bis alkyiphosphoro dithioate ... ..| 47 FR 5932 (2/9/82) . 
82-61 | Generic name: Polyoxypropylene ester acyl caprolactam... 47 FR 5932 (2/9/82) 
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Il. 43 PREMANUFACTURE NOTICES FOR WHICH THE NOTICE REview PERIOD HAS ENDED DURING THE MONTH. (EXPIRATION OF THE NOTICE REVIEW 
PERIOD DoES Not SiGNiFy THAT THE CHEMICAL HAD BEEN ADDED TO THE INVENTORY) 


| 46 FR 54792 (11/4/81)........ 
46 FR 55778 (11/12/81).. 
46 FR 55778 (11/12/81). 


i enuibene. 
Generic name: Modified polyester from substituted alkanediols, carbomonocyclic acids and | 46 FR 55778 (11/12/61)...... 
carbomonocyciic anhydrides. 
Generic name: Polymer of substituted alkanediol, alkanedioic acid, carbomonocyclic acids and | 46 FR 55778 (11/12/81)........ssssssssssssnerssessnencene 


carbomonocyciic anhydride. 

81-570 7 : Polycyclic i i unl | 46 FR 56038 (11/13/81) 
61-571 ) ft i ide.. 46 FR 56039 (11/13/81).. 
81-572 f one 46 FR 56039 (11/13/81).. 
81-573 sisclaaseghinedia FR 56651 (11/18/81).. 
61-574 56651 (11/18/81)... 
81-575 56652 (11/18/81).. 
81-576 56652 (11/18/81).. 
61-577 56652 (11/18/81)... 
61-578 57126 (11/20/81)... 
81-579 57126 (11/20/81)... 
61-580 57127 (11/20/81)... 
61-581 57127 (11/20/81)... 
61-582 67127 (11/20/81)... 
81-583 57127 (11/20/8)).... 
81-584 i on 57128 (11/20/81)... 
81-585 i organo i i 46 FR 57128 (11/20/81)... 
81-586 i C i i it iols.. 46 FR 57126 (11/20/81)... 
81-587 | N,N’-Isophthaloy/-bis(trimethylene urea) 46 FR 57344 (11/23/81)... 
61-588 , i inic aci a 46 FR 57632 (11/24/81)... 
81-589 0-anthracenedione. 46 FR 57633 (11/24/81)... 
61-590 jone... 46 FR 57633 (11/24/81)... 
61-591 | Generic i ‘ 46 FR 58178 (11/30/81)... 
61-592 46 FR 58718 (11/30/81)... 
81-593 i i ivati 46 FR 58718 (11/30/81)... 
81-594 7 : Mi aromatic diazo dye 46 FR 58358 (12/1/81) 
61-595 Generic name: Tall oil/soya/safflower-styrene/ acrylic copolymer resin | 46 FR $8358 (12/1/81). 
81-596 ; Phenylenediimino-bis(chiorotriaziny! imino-substituted "phenyleneazo-naphthalene 46 FR 58359 (12/1/81)... 


61-597 | Butanamide, 2-(2-methoxyphenyazo) N-2: 3-dihydro-2-0x0-1H-benzimiazol-5-yl)-3-oxo- 46 FR 58595 (12/2/81)... 
81-598 | Generic name: modified polymer of alkyl methacrylates, a substituted alkyl acrylate, a | 46 FR 58595 (12/2/81) 
Substituted sane an alkanoic acid and a vinyl! aromatic compound. 
61-599 i | 46 FR 58734 (12/3/81) 
61-600 i ki 46 FR 58734 (12/3/81). 
81-601 i tetra-azo-dye.. 46 FR 58734 (12/3/81). 
81-602 weed FR 58735 (12/3/81). 
81-603 i i i FR 58735 (12/3/81) 
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81-604 a FR 60055 (12/8/81) 
81-605 i eC benzophenone i c FR 60055 (12/8/81). 
FR 
FR 
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81-606 60056 (12/8/81). 
61-607 60055 (12/8/81) 
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Neopenty! glycol-cyclohexanedimethanol-trimethyl-propane-o-phthalate-adipate 45 FR 6334 (1/30/80) «| Mar. 12, 1981. 
Polymer of fumaric acid, isophthalic acid, adipic acid, neopentyl glycol, diethylene glycol, and | 45 FR 13529 (2/29/80) ..| Feb. 15, 1982. 


«| 45 FR 1647 (3/11/80) Oct. 28, 1981. 
45 FR 35002 (5/23/80). ad 

..| 45 FR 23509 (4/7/80)... a > k 
45 FR 65664 (10/3/80). Feb. 16,1982. 


«| 45 FR 69294 (10/20/80)... Feb. 1, 1982. 

| 46 FR 12312 (2/13/81). | Feb..8, 1982. 
46 FR 24682 (5/1/81)... ..| Feb. 19, 1982. 
é 46 FR 28006 (5/22/81). ..| Dec. 10, 1982. 
4 benziquinoline. .| 48 FR 30884 (6/11/81). ..| Nov. 20, 1981. 

Generic name: 2-hydroxyethyl propenoate, polymer with 1,1-methylene bist4isocyanato. | 46 FR 37969 (7/23/81)..... Oct. 9, 1981. 

cyclohexane] and 1,3-benzenedicarboxylic acid, polymer with substituted alkanes. 

Starch, diethylaminoethy! ether hydrochloride, 2-sulfo-2-carboxyethyl ether, calcium salt. 46 FR 38578 (7/28/81) ..| Oct. 14, 1981. 
Generic name: Polymer of: bis benzene derivative mixed alkane diols, aliphatic triol, and ic | 46 FR 39891 (/8/5/81) | Oct. 13, 1981. 


| 46 FR 44496 (9/4/81)... ..| Feb. 17, 1982. 
..| Jan. 8, 1982. 
| Dec. 17, 198?. 

45809 (9/15/81). Do. 

45809 (9/15/81). 

48753 (10/2/81). 

48755 (10/2/81). 

48752 (10/2/81). 

49945 (10/8/81) 


50410 (10/13/81)... 
50841 (10/15/81)... 


BB BBIBII 


Polymer of isophthalic acid, diethylene glycol, trimethylol propane, adipic dimethyl ethanola- 
mine, and trimeliitic anhydride. — - 
Polymer of linseed oil, pentaerythritol, benzoic acid, and toluene diisocyanate... iat 
Generic name: Tetrafunctional secondary aromatic amine cone 


51643 (10/21/81)... 
53209 (10/28/81)... 


BB 
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IV. 32 CHEMICAL SUBSTANCES FOR WHICH EPA HAS RECEIVED NOTICES OF COMMENCEMENT TO MANUFACTURE—Continued 


ow name: Titanium (4) ditsopropoxide disubstituted complex..... 
Generic name: Succinimide of poly(alkene) and alkene/alkene 


isa he 


V. 13 PREMANUFACTURE NOTICES FOR WHICH THE Review PERIOD HAS BEEN SUSPENDED 


identity and generic name 


ee ae aes 
, tsoheptyi, Sens isononyl, isodecyl) mixed esters, zinc 


Phosphorodithioic acid O,0-di(isohexyl, isoheptyi, isooctyl, 


Generic name: Benzeneamine, [N-(1 " methyl-hexylidene))-A-(1- methyl butylidene)-4,4" -methylene 


bis]. 


4-hydrony 31642 tydroxysultonyany) ethylsulfonyl)-2-methoxyphenylazo)-7-succinyl-amino-2-naph- 
©-Acbfanine tony 2 hyo hydroxy-sulfony!) _ethysutfonyl)-5-methyphenylazo)-2,7- 


acid trisodium salt 


naphthalenedisulfonic complex. 
Se -methoxyphenylazo]-3-methyl-1-(3- 


{FR Doc. 82-8038 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-31-M 


[OPTS-51406; TSH-FRL-2083-2] 


Certain Chemicals; Premanufacture 
Notices 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 


ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: Section 5(a)(1) of the Toxic 
Substances Control Act (TSCA) requires 
any person who intends to manufacture 
or import a new chemical substance to 
submit a premanufacture notice (PMN) 
to EPA at least 90 days before 
manufacture or import commences. 
Statutory requirements for section 
5(a)(1) premanufacture notices are _ 
discussed in EPA statements of interim 
policy published in the Federal Register 
of May 15, 1979 (44 FR 28558) and 
November 7, 1980 (45 FR 74378). This 
notice announces receipt of seventeen 
PMNs and provides a summary of each. 


DATES: Close of Review Period: PMN 82- 
201, June 10, 1982. PMN 82-202 and 82- 
203, June 13, 1982, PMN 82-204, 82—205, 
82-210, 82-211, 82-212 and 82-213, June 
14, 1982. PMN 82-206, 82-207, 82-208, 
82-209, 82-214, 82-215, 82-216 and 82- 
217, June 15, 1982. 

Written comments by: PMN 82-201, 
May 11, 1982. PMN 82-202 and 82-203, 
May 14, 1982. PMN 82-204, 82-205, 82- 
210, 82-211, 82-211, 82-212 and 82-213, 
May 15, 1982. PMN 82-206, 82-207, 82- 


FR citation 


45 FR 48243 (7/18/80) 


45 FR 48243 (7/18/80) 


isooctyl, isononyl, isodecyl) mixed esters... 


45 FR 49153 (7/23/80) 


| 45 FR 49953 (7/23/80) 00... ccsseneesseeeeerenseeeesvennnen 
45 FR 73127 (11/4/80)....... 


46 FR 50147 (10/9/81)... 
46 FR 53522 (10/29/81) 


wena qneeg. 
46 FR S596 (19/6/81) ce eneneeenrnrereeneees 


enna nS ee 


sal MN ST CREO ste cerensisnsernermcncszensenssitipiieitbadastiion 


Generic name: Polyhalogenated aromatic alkylated hydrocarbon 
— from 1-propanesulfonic acid, Smundie ttl eno Senapenibealaad, formamide, N-ethenyl, 


47 FR 3595 (1/26/82)... _ 





208, 82-209, 82-214, 82-215, 82-216 and 
82-217, May 16, 1982. 


ADDRESS: Written comments, identified 
by the document control number 
“[OPTS-51406]” and the specific PMN 
number should be sent to: Document 
Control Officer (TS-793), Office of 
Pesticides and Toxic Substances, 
Environmental Protection Agency, Rm. 
E-409, 401 M St., SW., Washington, DC 
20460, (202-382-3532). 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
David Dull, Acting Chief, Notice Review 
Branch, Chemical Control Division (TS- 
794), Office of Toxic Substances, 
Environmental Protection Agency, Rm. 
E-216, 401 M St., SW., Washington, DC 
20460, (202-382-3729). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The __ 
following are summaries of information 
provided by the manufacturer on the 
PMNs received by EPA: 


PMN 82-201 


Manufacturer. Confidential. 

Chemical. (G) Dodecenyl-oley]-capryl- 
succinimide. 

Use/Production. (G) Contained 
system. Prod. range: Confidential. 

Toxicity Data. No data submitted. 

Exposure. Confidential. 

Environmental Release/Disposal. 
Confidential. 


PMN 82-202 
Manufacturer. Confidential. 





Chemical. (G) Dimer fatty acid, 
propionic acid, dicarboxylic acid, 
ethylene diamine, diamine polymer. 

Use/Production. (S) Water-borne 
flexographic printing inks. Prod. Tange: 
Confidential. 

Toxicity Data. No data submitted. 

Exposure. Manufacture: Inhalation, 2 
workers, 1 hr/da, 11 da/yr. 

Environmental Release/Disposal. 
Less than 10 kg/yr to air and water up to 
18 hrs/da, 11 da/yr with 10-100 kg/yr to 
land. 


PMN 82-203 


Manufacturer. Confidential. 

Chemical. (G) Bisphenol A- 
epichlorohydrin resin-mixed acrylic 
polymer. 

Use/Production. (S) Industrial metal 
coating. Prod. range: Confidential. 

Toxicity Data. No data submitted. 

Exposure. Manufacturer and disposal: 
dermal, a total of 11 workers, up to 1 hr/ 
da, up to 10 da/yr. 

Environmental Release/Disposal. 
Less than 16 kg/yr released to land. 
Disposal by approved landfill. 


PMN 82-204 


Manufacturer. Confidential. 
Chemical (G) Di-abietamide. 
Use/Production. (G) Contained 
system. Prod. range: Confidential. 
Toxicity Data. Acute oral: Between 
500 mg/kg and 5 g/kg, Acute dermal: 
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> 2.0 g/kg, Skin: 6.4/8.0.with possible 
permanent injury, Eye: 79.1/110 @ 24 
hrs. increasing to 88.3 @ 48 hrs. 
Exposure. Confidential. 
Environmental Release/Disposal. 
Confidential. 


PMN 82-205 


Manufacturer. Confidential. 

Chemical. (G) Polyetherpolyol 
reaction with toluene diisocyanate 
hydroxypropy! acrylate blocked. 

Use/Production. (S) Site-limited floor 
and paper coatings. Prod. range: 
Confidential. 

Toxicity Data. Acute oral: Toxic, 
Acute dermal: Not toxic, Skin: Non- 
irritating, Eye: Moderately irritating. 

Exposure. Manufacturer: dermal, a 
total of 8 workers, up to 1 hr/da, up to 
150 da/yr. 

Environmental Release/Disposal. No 
release. 


PMN 82-206 


Manufacturer. Confidential. 

Chemical. (S) Reaction product of 
(9,12 octadecadienoic acid, dimer, 
polymer with 2,5 furandione) with 
tallow diamine. 

Use/Production. (G) Oil production 
chemical. Prod. range: 160,000-225,000 
Ibs. 

Toxicity Data. Acute oral: > 6.81 
g/kg, Acute dermal: > 3,160 mg/kg, 
Skin: Slight irritant, Eye: Slight irritant. 

Exposure. Confidential. 

Environmental Release/Disposal. 
Release is negligible. 


PMN 82-207 


Manufacturer. Olin Corporation. 

Chemical. (S) OC-hydro-w-hydroxy- 
poly(oxy-1, 2 ethanediyl), polymer with 
3,5-dimethyl-1H-pyrazole. 

Use/Production. (G) Additive to 
functional fluid. Prod. range: 
Confidential. 

Toxicity Data. Acute oral: > 5.0 g/kg, 
Acute dermal: > 2.0 g/kg, Skin: Non- 
irritant, Eye: Irritant, Ames Test: 
Nonmutagenic, Skin sensitization: Non- 
sensitive, Acute inhalation: Non-toxic. 

Exposure. Confidential. 

Environmental Release/Disposal. 
Confidential. 


PMN 82-208 


Manufacturer. Olin Corporation. 

Chemical. (S) OC-hydro-w-hydroxy- 
poly (oxy(methyl-1,2 ethanediy])), 
polymer with 3,5-dimethyl-1H-pyrazole. 

Use/Production. (G) Additive to 
functional fluid. Prod. range: 
Confidential. 

Toxicity Data. Acute oral: 1.3 g/kg, 
Acute dermal: > 2/0 g/kg, Skin: Non- 
irritant, Eye: Irritant, Ames Test: Non- 
mutagenic, Skin sensitization: Non- 
sensitive, Acute inhalation: Non-toxic. 


Exposure. Confidential. 
Environmental Release/Disposal. 
Confidential. 


PMN 82-209 


Manufacturer. Confidential. 

Chemical. (G) Polymer from 
disubstituted monocycle and 
disubstituted alkanes. 

Use/Production. (S) Bonding 
adhesive. Prod. range: Confidential. 

Toxicity Data. Acute oral: > 5,000 
mg/kg, Acute dermal: > 1,000 mg/kg, 
Skin: Slight, Eye: Slight, Skin 
sensitization: Low Potential. 

Exposure. Manufacture and 
processing: dermal and inhalation, a 
total of 136 workers, up to 8 hrs/da, up 
to 125 da/yr. 

Environmental Release/Disposal. 
Less than 10 kg/yr released to air, water 
and land. Disposal by incineration. 


PMN 82-210 


Manufacturer. Confidential. 

Chemical. (G) Disubstituted benzene. 

Use/Production. (S) Site-limited 
chemical intermediate. Prod. range: 
13,000 to 17,000 kg. 

Toxicity Data. Acute oral: 2,300 mg/ 
kg, Acute dermal: 0.2 to 1.0 mL/kg, Skin: 
Severe. 

Exposure. Manufacturer and use: 
dermal and inhalation, a total of 30 
workers, up to 2 hrs/da, up to 10 da/yr. 

Environmental Release/Disposal. No 
release. Disposal by incineration. 


PMN 82-211 


Manufacturer. Confidential. 

Chemical. (G) Disubstituted 
butanamide salt. 

Use/Production. (S) Site-limited 
chemical intermediate. Prod. range: 
21,000 to 26,000 kg. 

Toxicity Data. Acute oral: 300 mg/kg, 
Acute dermal: >1,000 mg/kg, Skin: 
Slight, Eye: Moderate. 

Exposure. Manufacturer and use: 
dermal and inhalation, a total of 70 
workers, up to 2 hrs/da, up to 5 da/yr. 

Environmental Release/Disposal. No 
release. Disposal by incineration. 


' PMN 82-212 


Manufacturer. Confidential. 

Chemical. (G) Disubstituted benzene. 

Use/Production. (S) Site-limited 
chemical intermediate. Prod. range: 
10,000 to 14,000 kg. 

Toxicity Data. Acute oral: >3,000 mg/ 
kg, Acute dermal: >1,000 mg/kg, Skin: 
Slight, Eye: Slight. 

Exposure. Manufacturer and use: 
dermal and inhalation, a total of 40 

«workers, up to 2 hrs/da, up to 5 da/yr. 

Environmental Release/Disposal, No 
release to air and land with minimal to 
water. Disposal by biological treatment 
system and incineration. 
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PMN 82-213 


Manufacturer. Confidential. 

Chemical. (G) Disubstituted benzene. 

Use/Production. (S) Site-limited 
intermediate. Prod. range: 11,000 to 
15,000 kg. 

Toxicity Data. Acute oral: >3,000 mg/ 
kg, Acute dermal: >1,000 mg/kg, Skin: 
Slight, Eye: Slight. 

Exposure. Manufacturer and use: 
dermal and inhalation, a total of 40 
workers, up to 2 hrs/da, up to 5 da/yr. 

Environmental Release/Disposal. No 
release. Disposal by incineration. 


PMN 82-214 


Manufacturer. Confidential. 
Chemical. (G) Benzoxazole 
carbocyanine. 
Use/Production. (G) Photographic film 
ingredient. Prod. range: Confidential. 
Toxicity Data. No data submitted. 
Exposure. Manufacturer: dermal, a 
total of 29 workers, up to 200 da/yr. 
Envirorimental Release/Disposal. 0- 
10 gms release to water. Disposal by 
publicly owned treatment works 
(POTW) and National Pollution 
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES). 


PMN 82-215 


Manufacturer. Confidential. 

Chemical. (G) Halogenated silicon 
magnesium oxo-titanium alkoxides. 

Use/Production. (S) Catalyst. Prod. 
range: Confidential. 

Toxicity Data. No data submitted. 

Exposure. Manufacturer and use: 
dermal, a total of 2 workers, up to 2 hrs/ 
da, up to 200 da/yr. 

Environmental Release/Disposal. 
Release to water up to 2 hrs/da, up to 
200 da/yr. Disposal by POTW and 


incineration, 
PMN 82-216 


Importer. Takeda USA, Inc. 

Chemical. {S) Adduct of 1,3- 
bis{isocyanatomethyl)-cyclohexane with 
2-ethyl-2(hydroxymethy])-1,3- 
propanediol. 

Use/Import. (S) Hardener for 
polyurethane coating. Import range: 5- 
2,000 kg/yr. 

Toxicity Data. Acute oral: >2.0 mg/ 
kg, Acute dermal: >5.0 g/kg, Skin: 
Moderate irritant, Eye: Irritant, Acute 
inhalation: 189.9 mg/m*. 

Exposure. Use and disposal: dermal 
and inhalation, a total of 30 workers, up 
to 3 hrs/da, up to 150 da/yr. 

Environmental Release/Disposal. 
Release is negligible. 


PMN 82-217 


Manufacturer. Confidential. 
Chemical. (S) 2-methoxy-1,4 
naphthalenedione. 
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Use/Production. Confidential. Prod. 
range: 1-100 Ibs/yr. 

Toxicity Data. No data submitted. 

Exposure. No data available on the 
specific chemical. 

Environmental Release/Disposal. 
Confidential 


Dated: March 19, 1982. 
Woodson W. Bercaw, 
Acting Director, Management Support 
Division. 
{FR Doc. 82-8036 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-31-M 


[OLCE-FRL 2067-3] 


Findings of Administrator With Regard 
to Steel industry Compliance 
Extension Act of 1981; Ford Motor 
Company 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION: Notice of final findings 


SUMMARY: The Administrator consents 
to the entry of an amended consent 
decree permitting extensions of 
compliance to Ford Motor Company 
under the Steel Industry Compliance 
Extension Act of 1981. The 
Administrator also modifies her 
preliminary findings of December 17, 
1981, 46 FR 62356 (December 24, 1981). 
DATE: Effective immediately. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATON CONTACT: 
Michael Alushin, Director, Special 
Projects Staff (EN-329), U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M 
Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20460, 
(202) 382-4148. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
December 17, 1981, (46 FR 62536), the 
Administrator announced findings 
preliminary to the lodging of a consent 
decree under the Steel Industry 
Compliance Extension Act of 1981 to 
extend certain compliance deadlines for 
the Ford Motor Company’s Rouge steel 
facility at Dearborn, Michigan, 
contingent upon the successful 
negotiation of an amended consent 
decree incorporating the preliminary 
findings. No comments have been 
received except from Ford. Certain of 
the expenditures set forth in finding 
number (3) of that date had already 
been made by Ford, necessitating a 
modification to that finding and finding 
numbers (4) and (5) as well. This notice 
amends my earlier finding of December 
17, 1981, by striking paragraphs (3), (4) 
mm (5) and substituting therefore the 
ollo : 

(3) I find that in order to achieve 
compliance with the Clean Air Act (and 
RACT where applicable) at all sources 
in its iron- and steel-making operations 


the company will be required to make at 
least following capital expenditures on 
or after December 17, 1981: 


(4) I find that a “phased program of 
compliance” (as defined in section 
113(e)(2) of the Act) would require the 
company to make the capital 
expenditures on the following schedule: 

At least $3.925 million by December 
31, 1983. 

At least a total of $5.8875 million by 
December 31, 1984. 

At least a total of $7.85 million by 
December 31, 1985. 

(5) I find that an integration of the 
qualifying capital expenditures and the 
“phased program of compliance” 
schedule, when allowing for the required 
investments under section 113{e)(1}{B), 
results in the following required 
schedule of capital expenditures: 

At least $1.05 million for non-deferred 
pollution control to meet SIP, RACT, and 
decree by December 31, 1982. ; 

At least $6.8 million for improving 
efficiency and productivity by July 16, 
1983. 

At least a total of $3.925 million for 
pollution control projects by December 
31, 1983. 

At least a total of $5.8875 million for 
pollution control projects by December 
31, 1984. 

At least a total of $7.85 million for 
pollution control projects by December 
31, 1985. 

The consent decree shall require 
expenditures on this schedule to the 
extent possible. - 

Consent: I also hereby give notice that 
the United States of America, Ford, 
Rouge Steel Company, and the Wayne 
County Department of Health have 
successfully negotiated a proposed 
consent decree amendment complying 
with the requirements of section 113{e). I 
have consented to the entry of that 
consent decree amendment. That decree 
is to be lodged with the District Court 
under 28 CFR 50.7 and an appropriate 
notification of lodging has been or will 
be published by the Department of 
Justice at that time, including an 
indication of how copies of the 
amendment may be obtained and where 
public comment, if any, may be 
a 


Dated: March 19, 1982. 
Anne M. Gorsuch, 
Administrator. 

{FR Doc. 62-8116 Filed 3-25-82; &45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-41-™ 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 
Agreement Filed 

Notice is hereby given that the 
following agreement has been filed with 
the Commission for review and approval 
pursuant to section 15 of the Shipping 
Act, 1916, as amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 
Stat. 763, 46 U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and 
obtain a copy of the agreement and the 
justification offered therefor at the 
Washington office of the Federal 
Maritime Commission, 1100 L Street, 
N.W., Room 10427; or may inspect the 
agreement at the Field Offices located at 
New York, N.Y., New Orleans, 
Louisiana, San Francisco, California, 
Chicago, Illinois, and San Juan, Puerto 
Rico. Interested parties may submit 
comments on the agreement, including 
request for hearing, to the Secretary, 
Federal Maritime Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20573, within 10 days 
after the date of the Federal Register in 
which this notice appears. Comments 
should include facts and arguments 
concerning the approval, modification, 
or disapproval of the proposed 
agreement. Comments shall discuss with 
particularity allegations that the 
agreement is unjustly discriminatory or 
unfair as between carriers, shippers, 
exporters, importers, or ports, or 
between exporters from the United 
States and their foreign competitors, or 
operates to the detriment of the 
commerce of the United States, or is 
contrary to the public interest, or is in 
violation of the Act. 

A copy of any comments should also 
be forwarded to the party filing the ~ 
agreement and the statement should 
indicate that this has been done. 

Agreement No. T-4034. 

Filing party: Clinton W. Shinn, 
Esquire, Stone, Pigman, Walther, 
Wittmann & Hutchinson, 1000 Whitney 


- Bank Building, New Orleans, Louisiana 
70130. 


Summary: Agreement No. T-4034 is a 
terminal lease agreement for dock 
facilities between the South Louisiana 
Port Commission as lessor (port) and 
Bayou Steel Corporation, as lessee 
(Bayou). The purpose of the agreement 
is to facilitate the issuance of industrial 
revenue bonds which are to finance the 
cost of construction of Bayou’s dock and 
wharf facility adjacent to its steel mill in 
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LaPlace, Louisiana. The bond issuance 
procedure requires the transfer of said 
facilities to the Port, who will in turn 
lease the facilities back to Bayou. Rental 
under the agreement will be used to 
fund repayment of the bond and at the 
end of the 12-year bond period {and 
term of the agreement) the facilities will 
be transferred by the Port back to 
Bayou. 

The facilities will be used for off- 
loading materials (primarily steel scrap) 
from barges and vessels and on-loading 
finished products of the plant. The 
project will be operate and maintained 
throughout the lease term as part of the 
public port of the lesser, and lessor shall 
have the right to and shall assess and 
collect dockage fees for all vessels 
berthing at the project and to issue an 
appropriate tariff covering such charges 
and their application. Further provision 
is made for apportionment of such 
revenues. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated: March 23, 1982. 

Francis C. Hurney, 
Secretary. . 

[FR Doc. 82-8163 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6730-01-M 


GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 


Depository Library Council to the 
Public Printer; Meeting 


The Depository Library Council to the 
Public Printer will meet on April 26, 27, 
and 28, 1982, at the Boston Park Plaza 
Hotel, Arlington Street at Park Plaza, 
Boston, Massachusetts. 

The purpose of this meeting is to 
discuss the Depository Library Program. 

The meeting will be open to the 
public. Any member of the public who 
wishes to attend shall notify Mr. J. D. 
Young, Director, Library and Statutory 
Distribution Service, Government 
Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20401 
(Telephone Area Code 703-557-2050). 

General participation by members of 
the public, or questioning of Council 
members or other participants, shall be 
permitted with approval of the 
Chairman. 

Danford L. Sawyer, Jr., 

Public Printer. 

[FR Doc. 62-8178 Filed 3-25-82; 8;45 am] 
BILLING CODE 1505-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 


Food and Drug Administration 
[Docket No. 81F-0404) 


Huntington Laboratories, Inc.; Filing of 
Food Additive Petition 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is announcing 
that Huntington Laboratories, Inc., has 
filed a petition proposing that the food 
additive regulations be amended to 
provide for the safe use of n-alkly 
dimethyl benzyl ammonium chloride 
and didecyl dimethyl ammonium 
chloride as components of a sanitizing 
solution to be used on food-contact 
surfaces. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
James B. Lamb, Bureau of Foods (HFF- 
334), Food and Drug Administration, 200 
C St. SW., Washington, DC 20204, 202- 
472-5690. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (sec. 409(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786 (21 
U.S.C. 348(b)(5))), notice is given that a 
petition (FAP 2H3601) has been filed by 
Huntington Laboratories, Inc., P.O. Box 
710, Huntington, IN 46750, proposing 
that the food additive regulations be 
amended to provide for the safe use of 
n-alkyl dimethyl benzyl ammonium 
chloride and didecyl dimethyl 
ammonium chloride as components of a 
sanitzing solution to be used on food- 
contact surfaces. 

The potential environmental impact of 
this action is being reviewed. If the 
agency finds that an environmental 
impact statement is not required and 
this petition results in a regulation, the 


' notice of availability of the agency’s 


finding of no significant impact and the 
evidence supporting that finding will be 
published with the regulation in the 
Federal Register in accordance with 21 
CFR 25.40(c) (proposed December 11, 
1979; 44 FR 71742). 

Dated: March 12, 1982. 
Sanford A. Miller, 
Director, Bureau of Foods. 
[FR Doc. 62-7807 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


[Docket No. 78N-0200; DESI 10029] 


Supertah H-C Ointment; Denial of 
Hearing; Withdrawal of Approval of 
New Drug Application 

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Notice. 
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summary: The Commissioner of Food 
and Drugs denies a hearing and 
withdraws approval of the new drug 
application for a product, Supertah H-C 
Ointment, whose sponsor had requested 
a hearing but did not submit any data to 
support the request. The product has 
been used topically in the treatment of 
certain skin disorders, 

ADDRESS: Requests for an opinion on the 
applicability of this notice to a specific 
drug product should be directed to the 
Division of Drug Labeling Compliance 


.(HFD-310), Bureau of Drugs, 5600 


Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: April 5, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Jean Peeler, Bureau of Drugs (HFD-32), 
Food and Drug Administration, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857; 301- 
443-3650. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In a 
notice (DESI 10029) published in the 
Federal Register of October 28, 1971 (36 
FR 20708), the Food and Drug 
Administration announced its 
conclusion that certain drug products 
containing hydrocortisone and coal tar 
for topical use are less than effective 
(probably effective) for their labeled 
indications. Supertah H-C Ointment 
(NDA 10-452) containing hydrocortisone 
0.5 or 1 percent coal tar extract 1.25 
percent, and stearyl alcohol 14.8 
percent, manufactured by The Purdue 
Frederick Co., 50 Washington St., 
Norwalk, CT 06856, was subject to this 
notice. In response to the notice, Purdue 
Frederick submitted no data to support 
the effectiveness of its combination drug 
product. 

In another notice published in the 
Federal Register of December 9, 1980 (45 
FR 81122), the Director of the Bureau of 
Drugs issued a notice of opportunity for 
a hearing on the proposal to withdraw 
approval of the new drug application for 
certain topical combination drugs 
containing hydrocortisone and coal tar, 
including Supertah H-C Ointment. In 
response to the notice, Purdue Frederick 
requested a hearing but did not submit 
any supporting data or arguments. 

On the basis of the foregoing, the 
Commissioner finds that (1) there is a 
lack of substantial evidence that 
Supertah H-C Ointment has the effect it 
is represented to have under the 
conditions of use prescribed, 
recommended, or suggested in its 
labeling, and (2) there is a lack of 
substantial evidence that the coal tar 
extract and stearyl alcohol components 
of the combination contribute to the 
claimed effectiveness of the product. In 
addition, Purdue Frederick has failed to 
offer any data or legal reason to 
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demonstrate the existence of a genuine 
and substantial issue of fact requiring a 
hearing 

Therstore, under the Federal, Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 505, 52 
Stat. 1052-1053, as amended (21 U.S.C. 
355)), and under authority delegated to 
the Commissioner (21 CFR 5.10), the 
request for a hearing is denied, and 
approval of NDA 10-452 pertaining to 
Supertah H-C Ointment is hereby 
withdrawn effective April 5, 1982. 


Dated: March 15, 1982. 
Arthur Hull Hayes, Jr., 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 
[FR Doc. 82-7808 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


[Docket No. 79N-0001; DESI 6403] 


Phenoxybenzamine Hydrochloride; 
Drug Efficacy Study Implementation; 
Final Evaluation 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration, 
(FDA). 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: This notice (1) rescinds a 
notice of opportunity for a hearing on 
phenoxybenzamine hydrochloride 
insofar as it pertains to the use of the 
drug in the management of 
pheochromocytoma, (2) classifies the 
drug as effective for this use, (3) 
announces the conditions for its 
approval and marketing of the drug, and 
(4) withdraws approval of those parts of 
the new drug application that provide 
for other drug indications. 

DATES: Rescission effective March 26, 
1982. Supplements to approved new 
drug applications due on or before May 
25, 1982. Revised labeling must be put 
into use by June 24, 1982. 


ADDRESSES: Communications in 
response to this notice should be 
identified with the reference number 
DESI 6403, directed to the attention of 
the appropriate office named below, and 
addressed to the Food and Drug 
Administration, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, MD 20857. 

Supplements to full new drug 
applications (identify with NDA 
number): Division of Cardio-Renal Drug 
Products (HFD-110), Bureau of Drugs. 

Original abbreviated new drug 
applications and supplements thereto 
(identify as such): Division of Generic 
Drug Monographs (HFD-530}), Bureau of 
Drugs. 

Requests for information on 
conducting bioavailability studies: 
Division of Biopharmaceutics (HFD- 
520), Bureau of Drugs. 

Requests for opinion of the 
applicability of this notice to a specific 


product: Division of Drug Labeling 
Compliance (HFD-310), Bureau of Drugs. 

Other communications regarding this 
notice: Drug Efficacy Study 
Implementation Project Manager (HFD- 
501), Bureau of Drugs. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Douglas I. Ellsworth, Bureau of Drugs 
(HFD-32), Food and Drug 
Administration, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, MD 20857, 301-443-3650. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In a 
notice published in the Federal Register 
of May 25, 1979 (44 FR 30443), the 
Bureau of Drugs evaluated Dibenzyline 
Capsules containing phenoxybenzamine 
hydrochloride (NDA 8-708; held by 
Smith Kline & French Laboratories, 1500 
Spring Garden St., Philadelphia, PA 
19101) as lacking substantial evidence of 
effectiveness for use in peripheral 
vascular disorders such as Raynaud’s 
syndrome, acrocyanosis, causalgia, 
chronic ulceration of extremities, 
frostbite sequelae, diabetic gangrene, 
and any other indication. The Bureau 
proposed to withdraw approval of the 
new drug application and offered an 
opportunity for a hearing on the 
proposal. One indication not specifically 
mentioned in the notice was the 
management of pheochromocytoma. In 
1973, FDA had permitted the listing of 
this indication as effective, in the 
product labeling, based upon a 
recommendation of the National 
Academy of Sciences-National Research 
Council, Drug Efficacy Study Group 
(NAS—NRC)} and a review of pertinent 
literature furnished by Smith Kline & 
French. In the May 25, 1979 notice, FDA 
inadvertently omitted consideration of 
this indication. 

In response to the notice, Smith Kline 
& French requested a hearing concerning 
the use of Dibenzyline Capsules in the 
management of pheochromocytoma. 
Neither the holder of the new drug 
application nor any other person 
requested a hearing concerning any 
other indication. The Bureau has 
evaluated all available data supporting 
the use of phenoxybenzamine 
hydrochloride in the management of 
pheochromocytoma, and concludes that 
the drug is effective for this use. 

Because the May 25, 1979 notice states 
that the drug lacked substantial 
evidence of effectiveness for any 
indication, the Bureau hereby rescinds 
the notice insofar as it pertains to the 
use of phenoxzybenzamine 
hydrochloride in the management of 
pheochromocytoma. In addition, this 
notice announces the conditions for 
marketing an approval of the drug, and 
withdraws approval of those parts of the 
new drug application that provide for 


indications other than 
pheochromocytoma. 

Such drugs are regarded as new drugs 
(21 U.S.C. 321(p)). Supplemental new 
drug applications are required to revise 
the labeling in and to update previously 
approved applications providing for 
such drugs. An approved new drug 
application is a requirement for 
marketing such products. 

In addition to the product ee 


_ named above, this notice applies to any 


drug product that is not the subject of an 
approved new drug application and is 
identical to the product named above. It 
may also be applicable, under 21 CFR 
310.6, to a similar or related drug 
product that is not the subject of an 
approved new drug application. It is the 
responsibility of every drug 
manufacturer and distributor to review 
this notice to determine whether it 
covers any drug product that the person 
manufactures or distributes. Such __ 
person may request an opinion of the 
applicability of this notice to a specific 
drug product by writing to the Division 
of Drug Labeling Compliance {address 
given above). 

As stated in the Federal Register of 
August 23, 1977 (42 FR 42311), the 
provision of 21 CFR 320.22{c) waiving 
bioavailability data for certain drugs 
does not necessarily apply to any 
product first announced as effective in a 
DESI notice published after January 7, 
1977. (See, also, 21 CFR 320.22{c)(3).) As 
this is the first notice announcing that 
phenoxybenzamine hydrochloride is 
effective, the drug product has also been 
reviewed for actual or potential 
bioequivalence problems. It has been 
determined that phenoxybenzamine 
hydrochloride capsules should be added 
to the list of drugs for which 
bioavailability data are not waived. 
(The next updating of 21 CFR 
320.22(c)(1) will include this drug 
product.) 

A. Effective classification. The Food 
and Drug Administration has reviewed 
all available evidence and concludes 
that the drug is effective for the 
indication listed in the labeling 
conditions below. 

B. Conditions for approval and 
marketing. The Food and Drug 
Administration is prepared to approve 
abbreviated new drug applications and 
abbreviated supplements to previously 
approved new drug applications under 
conditions described herein. 

1. Form of drug. The preparation is in 
capsule form suitable for oral 
administration. 

2. Labeling conditions. a. The label 
bears the statement, “Caution: Federal 
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law prohibits dispensing without 
prescription.” 

b. The drug is labeled to comply with 
all requirements of the act and 
regulations, and the labeling bears 
adequate information for safe and 
effective use of the drug. The indication 
is as follows: 

Pheochromocytoma, to control 
episodes of hypertension and sweating. 

If tachycardia is excessive, it may be 
necessary to use a beta-blocking agent 
concomitantly. 

3. Marketing status. a. Marketing of 
such drug produets that are now the 
subject of an approved or effective new 
drug application may be continued 
provided that, on or before May 25, 1982, 
the holder of the application has 
submitted (i) a supplement for revised 
labeling as needed to be in accord with 
the labeling conditions described in this 
notice, and complete container labeling 
if current container labeling has not 
been submitted, and (ii) a supplement to 
provide updating information with 
respect to items 6 (components), 7 
(composition), and 8 (methods, facilities, 
and controls) of new drug application 
form FD-356H (21 CFR 314.1(c)) to the 
extent required in abbreviated 
applications (21 CFR 314.1(f)). 
Bioavailability data will be required at 
the time any of the conditions specified 
in 21 CFR 320.21 (b) or (f) occurs. 

b. Approval of an abbreviated new 
drug application (21 CFR 314.1(f) must 
be obtained before marketing such 
products. Under 21 CFR 320.21 the 
application must include either evidence 
demonstrating the in vivo bioavailability 
of the drug or information to permit 
waiver of the requirement. No waiver of 
this requirement will be granted (21 CFR 
320.22(c)(3)). Guidelines for conducting 
bioavailability studies are available 
from the Division of Biopharmaceutics 
(address given above). Marketing before 
approval of a new Drug application will 
subject such products, and those 
persons who caused the products to be 
marketed, to regulatory action. 

C. Withdrawal of approval of 
pertinent parts of the new drug 
application that provide for indications 
lacking substantial evidence of 
effectiveness. Since no person requested 
a hearing for any indication other than 
pheochromocytoma, the agency finds 
that, on the basis of new information 
before it with respect to the drug 
product, evaluated together with the 
evidence available when the application 
was approved, there is a lack of 
substantial evidence that the drug 
product will have the effects it purports 
or is represented to have for any 
indication other than - 
pheochromocytoma. 


Therefore, pursuant to the foregoing 
finding, approval of those parts of NDA 
8-708 and all of its amendments and 
supplements that provide for indications 
other than pheochromocytoma is 
withdrawn effective June 24, 1982. 
Revised labeling which deletes the 
indications regarded as lacking 
substantial evidence of effectiveness 
and is in accord with the conditions 
stated above for approval and marketing 
must be put into use on or before June 
24, 1982. The revised labeling may be 
put into use before FDA approves the 
supplement that provides for the 
revision, 

Shipment in interstate commerce of 
the product labeled with indications for 
which approval is withdrawn or of any 
identical, related, or similar product that 
is not the subject of an approved new 
drug application will be unlawful after 
June 24, 1982. 

This notice is issued under the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (secs. 502, 
505, 52 Stat, 1050-1053, as amended (21 
U.S.C. 352, 355)) and under the authority 
delegated to the Bureau of Drugs (21 
CFR 5.70, 5.82). \ 


Dated: March 15, 1982. 
Jerome A. Halperin, 
Deputy Director, Bureau of Drugs. 
[FR Doc. 82-7926 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am) 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


{Docket No. 82M-0065]) 


Standard Pharmacal Corp.; Premarket 
Approval of LENS-SOL (Normal Saline 
Tablets) 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) announces its 
approval of the application for 
premarket approval under the Medical 
Device Amendments of 1976 of LENS- 
SOL (Normal Saline Tablets) for all soft 
(hydrophilic) contact lenses, sponsored 
by Standard Pharmacal Corp., Elgin, IL. 
After reviewing the recommendation of 
the Ophthalmic Device.Section of the 
Ophthalmic; Ear, Nose, and Throat; and 
Dental Devices Panel, FDA notified the 
sponsor that the application was 
approved because the device had been 
shown to be safe and effective for use as 
recommended in the submitted labeling. 


DATE; Petitions for administrative 
review by April 26, 1982. 

ADDRESS: Requests for copies of the 
summary of safety and effectiveness 
data and petitions for administrative 
review may be sent to the Dockets 
Management Branch (HFA-305), Food 
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and Drug Administration, Rm. 4-62, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Charles Kyper, Bureau of Medical 
Devices (HFK-402), Food and Drug 
Administration, 8757 Georgia Ave., 
Silver Spring, MD 20910, 301-427-7445. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On April 
13, 1981, Standard Pharmacal Corp., 
Elgin, IL, submitted to FDA an 
application for premarket approval of 
LENS-SOL (Normal Saline Tablets) for 
all soft (hydrophilic) contact lenses. The 
application was reviewed by the 
Ophthalmic Device Section of the 
Ophthalmic; Ear, Nose, and Throat; and 
Dental Devices Panel, an FDA advisory 
committee, which recommended 
approval of the application. On 
February 17, 1982, FDA approved the 
application by a letter to the sponsor 
from the Acting Director of the Bureau 
of Medical Devices. 

Before enactment of the Medical 
Device Amendments of 1976 (the 
amendments) (Pub. L. 94-295, 90 Stat. 
539-583), salt tablets for preparing 
solutions for use in heat disinfection of 
soft (hydrophilic) contact lenses were 
regulated as new drugs. Because the 
amendments broadened the definition of 
the term “device” in section 201(h) of the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
(the act) (21 U.S.C. 321(h)), such salt 
tablets are now regulated as class III 
devices (premarket approval). As FDA 
explained in a notice published in the 
Federal Register of December 16, 1977 
(42 FR 63472), the amendments provide 
transitional provisions to ensure 
continuation of premarket approval 
requirements for class III devices 
formerly considered new drugs. 
Furthermore, FDA requires, as a 
condition to approval, that sponsors of 
applications for premarket approval of 
soft contact lenses or the solutions 
prepared from salt tablets for the above 
use comply with the records and reports 
provisions of Subpart D of Part 310 (21 
CFR Part 310), until these provisions are 
replaced by similar requirements under 
the amendments. 

A summary of the safety and 
effectiveness data on which FDA's 
approval is based is on file in the 
Dockets Management Branch (address 
above) and is available upon request 
from that office. A copy of all approved 
final labeling.is available for public 
inspection at the Bureau of Medical 
Devices. Contact Charles Kyper (HFK- 
402), address above. Requests should be 
identified with the name of the device 
and the docket number found in 
brackets in the heading of this 
document. 
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The labeling of LENS-SOL (Normal 
Saline Tablets) states that the solution 
prepared from the salt tablets is 
designed for use in heat disinfection of 
all soft (hydrophilic) contact lenses. 
Sponsors of any such contact lenses that 
have been approved for marketing are 
advised that whenever FDA publishes a 
notice in the Federal Register of the 
agency’s approval of a new solution for 
use with an approved soft contact lens, 
the sponsor of each lens shall correct its 
labeling to refer to the new solution, at 
the next printing or at such other time as 
FDA prescribes by letter to the sponsor. 
A sponsor tho fails to update the 
restrictive labeling may violate the 
misbranding provisions of section 502 of 
the act (21 U.S.C. 352) as well as the 
Federal Trade Commission Act (15 
U.S.C. 41-58), as amended by the 
Magnuson-Moss Warranty-Federal 
Trade Commission Improvement Act 
(Pub. L. 93-637). Furthermore, failure to 
update the restrictive labeling to refer to 
new salt tablets that may be used with 
an approved lens may be grounds for 
withdrawing approval of the application 
for the lens, under section 515(e)(1)(F) of 
the act (21 U.S.C. 360(e)(1)(F)). 


Opportunity for Administrative Review 


Section 515(d)(3) of the act (21 U.S.C. 
360e(d)(3)) authorizes any interested 
person to petition, under section 515(g) 
of the act (21 U.S.C. 360e(g)), for 
administrative review of FDA's decision 
to approve this application. A petitioner 
may request either a formal hearing 
under Part 12 (21 CFR Part 12) of FDA’s 
administrative practices and procedures 
regulations or a review of the 
application and FDA’s action by an 
independent advisory committee of 
experts. A petition is to be in the form of 
a petition for reconsideration of FDA 
action under § 10.33(b) (21 CFR 10.33(b)). 
A petitioner shall identify the form of 
review requested (hearing or 
independent advisory committee) and 
shall submit with the petition supporting 
data and information showing that there 
is a genuine and substantial issue of 
material fact for resolution through 
administrative review. After reviewing 
the petition, FDA will decide whether to 
grant or deny the petition and-will 
publish notice of its decision in the 
Federal Register. If FDA grants the 
petition, the notice will state the issues 
to be reviewed, the form of review to be 
used, the persons who may participate 
in the review, the time and place where 
the review will occur, and other details. 

Petitioners may, at any time on or 
before April 26, 1982, file with the 
Dockets Management Branch (address 
above) four copies of each petition and 
supporting data and information, 


identified with the name of the device 

and the docket number found in 

brackets in the heading of this 

document. Received petitions may be 

seen in the office above between 9 a.m. 

and 4 p.m., Monday through Friday. 
Dated: March 18, 1982. 

William F. Randolph, 

Acting Associate Commissioner for 

Regulatory Affairs. 

[FR Doc. 82-7925 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4160-01-m 


[Docket No. 82M-007 1] 


Advanced Catheter Systems, Inc.; 
Premarket Approval of Simpson- 
Robert™ Coronary Balloon Dilatation 
Catheter 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) announces its 
approval of the application for 
premarket approval under the Medical 
Device Amendments of 1976 of the 
Simpson-Robert™ Coronary Balloon 
Dilatation Catheter sponsored by 
Advanced Catheter Systems, Inc., Santa 
Clara, CA. After reviewing the 
recommendation of the Circulatory 
System Devices Panel, FDA notified the 
sponsor that the application was 
approved because the device had been 
shown to be safe and effective for use as 
recommended in the submitted labeling. 


DATE: Petitions for administrative 
review by April 26, 1982. 

ADDRESS: Requests for copies of the 
summary of safety and effectiveness 
data and petitions for administrative 
review may be sent to the Dockets 
Management Branch (HFA-305), Food 
and Drug Administration, Rm. 4-62, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Charles Kyper, Bureau of Medical 
Devices (HFK-402), Food and Drug 
Administration, 8757 Georgia Ave., 
Silver Spring, MD 20910, 301-427-7445. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
September 16, 1981, Advanced Catheter 
Systems, Inc., Santa Clara, CA, 
submitted to FDA an application for 
premarket approval of the Simpson- 
Robert™ Coronary Balloon Dilatation 
Catheter for use in percutaneous 
transluminal coronary angioplasty. The 
application was reviewed by the 
Circulatory System Devices Panel, an 
FDA advisory committee, which 
recommended approval of the 
application for the use of this device in 
certain patients with coronary artery 
disease who are acceptable candidates 
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for coronary artery bypass graft surgery. 
On March 3, 1982, FDA approved the 
application by a letter to the sponsor 
from the Acting Director of the Bureau 
of Medical Devices. 

A summary of the safety and . 
effectiveness data on which FDA’s 
approval is based is on file in the 
Dockets Management Branch {address 
above) and is available upon request 
from that office. A copy of all approved 
final labeling is available for public 
inspection at the Bureau of Medical 
Devices. Contact Charles Kyper (HFK- 
402), address above. Requests should be 
identified with the name of the device 
and the docket number found in 
brackets in the heading of this 
document. 


Opportunity for Administrative Review 


Section 515(d)(3) of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 
360e(d)(3)) authorizes any interested 
person to petition under section 515(g) of 
the act (21 U.S.C. 360e{g)) for 
administrative review of FDA's decision 
to approve this application. A petitioner 
may request either a formal hearing 
under Part 12 (21 CFR Part 12) of FDA’s 
administrative practices and procedures 
regulations or a review of the 
application and of FDA’s action by an 
independent advisory committee of 
experts. A petition is to be in the form of 
a petition for reconsideration of FDA 
action under § 10.33{b) (21 CFR 10.33(b)). 
A petitioner shall identify the form of 
review requested (hearing or 
independent advisory committee) and 
shall submit with the petition supporting 
data and information showing that there 
is a genuine and substantial issue of 
material fact for resolution through 
administrative review. After reviewing 
the petition, FDA will decide whether to 
grant or deny the petition and will 
publish a notice of its decision in the 
Federal Register. If FDA grants the 
petition, the notice will state the issue to 
be reviewed, the form of review to be 
used, the persons who may participate 
in the review, the time and place where 
the review will occur, and other details. 

Petitioners may, at any time on or 
before April 26, 1982, file with the 
Dockets Management Branch (HFA- 
305), Food and Drug Administration, Rm. 
4-62, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 
20857, four copies of each petition and 
supporting data and information 
identified with the name of the device 
and the docket number found in 
brackets in the heading of this 
document. Received petitions may be 
seen in the office above between 9 a.m. 
and 4 p.m., Monday through Friday. 
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Dated: March 19, 1982. 
William F. Randolph, 
Acting Associate Commissioner for 
Regulatory Affairs. 
[FR Doc. 82-8087 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


[Docket No. 82M-0066] 


Barnes-Hind Pharmaceuticals, Inc.; 
Premarket Approval of Soft Mate® 
Weekly Cleaning System 

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) announces its 
approval of the application for 
premarket approval under the Medical 
Device Amendments of 1976 of the Soft 
Mate® Weekly Cleaning System 
sponsored by Barnes-Hind 
Pharmaceuticals, Inc., Sunnyvale, CA. 
After reviewing the recommendation of 
the Ophthalmic Device Section of the 
Ophthalmic; Ear, Nose, and Throat; and 
Dental Devices Panel, FDA notified the 
sponsor that the application was 
approved because the device has been 
shown to be safe and effective for use as 
recommended in the submitted labeling. 


DATE: Petitions for administrative 
review by April 26, 1982. 

ADDRESS: Requests for copies of the 
summary of safety and effectiveness 
data and petitions for administrative 
review may be sent to the Dockets 
Management Branch (HFA-305), Food 
and Drug Administration, Rm. 4-62, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Charles Kyper, Bureau of Medical 
Devices (HFK-402), Foed and Drug 
Administration, 8757 Georgia Ave., 
Silver Spring, MD 20910, 301-427-7445. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On April 
30, 1981, Barnes-Hind Pharmaceuticals, 
Inc., Sunnyvale, CA, submitted an 
application for premarket approval of 
the Soft Mate® Weekly Cleaning System 
for all soft (hydrophilic) contact lenses. 
The application was reviewed by the 
Ophthalmic Device Section of the 
Ophthalmic; Ear, Nose, and Throat; and 
Dental Devices Panel, an FDA advisory 
committee, which recommended 
approval of the application. On March 3, 
1982, FDA approved the application by a 
letter to the sponsor from the Acting 
Director of the Bureau of Medical 
Devices. 

Before enactment of the Medical 
Device Amendments of 1976 (the 
amendments) (Pub. L. 94-295, 90 Stat. 
539-583), soft contact lens solutions 
were regulated as new drugs. Because 
the amendments broadened the 


definition of the term “device” in section 
201(h) of the Federal Food, , and 
Cosmetic Act (the act) (21 U.S.C. 321(h)), 
soft contact lens solutions are now 
regulated as class III devices (premarket 
approval). As FDA explained in a notice 
published in the Federal Register of 
December 16, 1977 (42 FR 63472), the 
amendments provide transitional 
provisions to ensure continuation of 
premarket approval requirements for 
class III devices formerly considered 
new drugs. Furthermore, FDA requires, 
as a condition to approval, that sponsors 
of application for premarket approval of 
soft contact lenses or solutions comply 
with the records and reports provisions 
of Part 310 (21 CFR Part 310), Subpart D, 
until these provisions are replaced by 
similar requirements under the 
amendments. 

A summary of the safety and 
effectiveness data on which FDA's 
approval is based is on file in the 
Dockets Management Branch (address 
above) and is available upon request 
from that office. A copy of all approved 
final labeling is available for public 
inspection at the Bureau of Medical 
Devices. Contact Charles Kyper (HFK- 
402), address above. Requests should be 
identified with the name of the device 
and the docket number found in 
brackets in the heading of this 


*“ document. 


The labeling of the Soft Mate® Weekly 
Cleaning System states that the solution 
is designed for the weekly cleaning of 
all soft (hydrophilic) contact lenses. 
Sponsors of any soft (hydrophilic) 
contact lenses that have‘been approved 
for marketing are advised that whenever 
FDA publishes a notice in the Federal 
Register of the agency’s approval of a 
new solution for use with an approved 
soft contact lens, the sponsor of each 
lens shall correct its labeling to refer to 
the new solution, at the next printing or 
at such other time as FDA prescribes by 
letter to the sponsor. 

A sponsor who fails to update the 
restrictive labeling may violate the 
misbranding provisions of section 502 of 
the act (21 U.S.C. 352) as well as the 
Federal Trade Commission Act (15 
U.S.C. 41-58), as amended by the 
Magnuson-Moss Warranty-Federal 
Trade Commission Improvement Act 
(Pub. L. 93-637). Furthermore, failure to 
update the restrictive labeling to refer to 
new solutions that may be used with an 
approved lens may be grounds for 
withdrawing approval of the application 
for the lens, under section 515e)(1)(F) of 
the act (21 U.S.C. 360e(e)(1)(F)). 


Opportunity for Administrative Review 


Section 515(d)(3) of the act (21 U.S.C. 
360e(d)(3)) authorizes any interested 
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person to petition, under section 515(g) 
of the act (21 U.S.C. 360e(g)), for 
administrative review of FDA’s decision 
to approve this application. A petitioner 
may request either a formal hearing 
under Part 12 (21 CFR Part 12) of FDA’s 
administrative practices and procedures 
regulations or a review of the 
application and FDA's action by an 
independent advisory committee of 
experts. A petition is to be in the form of 
a petition for reconsideration of FDA 
action under § 10.33(b) (21 CFR 10.33(b)). 
A petitioner shall identify the form of 
review requested (hearing or 
independent advisory committee) and 
shall submit with the petition supporting 
data and information showing that there 
is a genuine and substantial issue of 
material fact for resolution through 
administrative review. After reviewing 
the petition, FDA will decide whether to 
grant or deny the petition and will 
publish notice of its decision in the 
Federal Register. If FDA grants the 
petition, the notice will state the issues 
to be reviewed, the form of review to be 
used, the persons who may participate 
in the review, the time and place where 
the review will occur, and other details. 
Petitioners may, at any time on or 
before April 26, 1982, file with the 
Dockets Management Branch (address 
above) four copies of each petition and 
supporting data and information, 
identified with the name of the device 
and the docket number found in 
brackets in the heading of this 
document. Received petitions may be 
seen in the office above between 9 a.m. 
and 4 p.m., Monday through Friday. 
Dated: March 19, 1982. 
William F. Randolph, 
Acting Associate Commissioner for 
Regulatory Affairs. 
[FR Doc. 82-8086 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


[Docket No. 82M-0070] 


General Diagnostics, Division of 
Warner-Lambert Co.; Premarket 
Approval of Autobac Mts™ Pius Test 
System 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) announces its 
approval of the application for 
premarket approval under the Medical 
Device Amendments of 1976 of the 
Autobac MTS™ Plus Test Systems 
Sponsored by General Diagnostics, 
Division of Warner-Lambert Co., Morris 
Plains, NJ. After reviewing the 
recommendation of the Microbiology 
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Device Section of the Immunology and 
Microbiology Devices Panel, FDA 
notified the sponsor that the application 
was approved because the device had 
been shown to be safe and effective for 
use as recommended in the submitted 
labeling. 

DATE: Petitions for administrative 

review by April 26, 1982. 
appress: Requests for copies of the 
summary of safety and effectiveness 
data and petitions for administrative 
review may be sent to the Dockets 
Management Branch (HFA-305), Food 
and Drug Administration, Rm. 4-62, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Charles Kyper, Bureau of Medical 
Devices (HFK-402), Food and Drug 
Administration, 8757 Georgia Ave., 
Silver Spring, MD 20910, 301-427-7445. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On May 
19, 1981, General Diagnostics, Division 
of Warner-Lambert Co., Morris Plains, 
NJ, submitted to FDA an application for 
premarket approval of the Autobac 
MTS™ Plus Test System, an in vitro 
diagnostic product that provides an 
automated objective method for the 
identification of most nonfastidious 
gram-negative bacteria. The application 
was reviewed by the Microbiology 
Device Section of the Immunology and 
Microbiology Devices Panel, an FDA 
advisory committee, which 
recommended approval of the 
application. On March 3, 1982, FDA 
approved the application by a letter to 
the sponsor from the Acting Director of 
the Bureau of Medical Devices. 

A summary of the safety and 
effectiveness data on which FDA's 
approval is based is on file in the 
Dockets Management Branch (address 
above) and is available upon request 
frorn that office. A copy of all approved 
final labeling is available for public 
inspection at the Bureau of Medical 
Devices. Contact Charles Kyper (HFK- 
402), address above. Requests should be 
identified with the name of the device 
and the docket number found in 
brackets in the heading of this 
document. 


Opportunity for Administrative Review 


Section 515(d)(3) of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (the act) (21 
U.S.C. 360e(d)(3)) authorizes any 
interested person to petition under 
section 515(g) of the act (21 U.S.C. 
360e(g)) for application. A petitioner 
may request either a formal hearing 
under Part 12 (21 CFR Part 12 of FDA's 
administrative practices and procedures 
regulations or a review of the 
application and of FDA’s action by an 
independent advisory committee of 


experts. A petition is to be in the form of 
a petition for reconsideration of FDA 
action under § 10.33(b) (21 CFR 10.33(b)). 
A petitioner shall identify the form of 
review requested (hearing or 
independent advisory committee) and 
shall submit with the petition supporting 
data and information showing that there 
is a genuine and substantial issue of 
material fact for resolution through 
administrative review. After reviewing 
the petition, FDA will decide whether to 
grant or deny the petition and will 
publish notice of its decision in the 
Federal Register. if FDA grants the 
petition, the notice will state the issue to 
be reviewed, the form of review to be 
used, the persons who may participate 
in the review, the time and place where 
the review will occur, and other details. 

Petitioners may, at any time on or 
before April 26, 1982, file with the 
Dockets Management Branch (address 
above), four copies of each petition and 
supporting data and information, 
identified with the name of the device 
and the docket number found in 
brackets in the heading of this 
document. Received petitions may be 
seen in the office above between 9 a.m. 
and 4 p.m., Monday through Friday. 


Dated: March 19, 1982. 
William F. Randolph, 
Acting Associate Commissioner for 
Regulatory Affairs. 
(FR Doc. 82-8085 Filed 3-25-62; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


[Docket No. 82M-0072) 


Iinfusaid Corp.; Premarket Approval of 
INFUSAID™ 1 implantable Drug 
Delivery System, Models: 100, 200, 400, 
and 500 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Notice. 


summary: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) announces its 
approval of the application for 
premarket approval under the Medical 
Device Amendments of 1976 of the 
INFUSAID™ Implantable Drug Delivery 
System, Models: 100, 200, 400, and 500, 
sponsored by Infusaid Corp., Sharon, 
MA. After reviewing the : 
recommendation of the General Hospital 
and Personal Use Device Section of the 
General Medical Devices Panel, FDA 
notified the sponsor that the application 
was approved because the device had 
been shown to be safe and effective for 
use as recommended in the submitted 
labeling. 


DATE: Petitions for administrative 
review by April 26, 1982. 


ADDRESS: Requests for copies of the 
summary of safety and effectiveness 
data and petitions for administrative 
review may be sent to the Dockets 
Management Branch (HFA-305), Food 
and Drug Administration, Rm. 4-62, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857. 


FOR PURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Charles Kyper, Bureau of Medical 
Devices (HFK-402), Food and Drug 
Administration, 8757 Georgia Ave., 
Silver Spring, MD 20910, 301-427-7445. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On June 
23, 1981, Infusaid Corp., Sharon, MA, 
submitted to FDA an application for 
premarket approval of the INFUSAID™ 
Implantable Drug Delivery System, 
Models: 100, 200, 400, and 500, a drug 
delivery system used to infuse heparin 
(a drug used to prevent clotting of the 
blood), 2’-deoxy-5-fluorouridine (a 
chemotherapy drug), bacteriostatic 
water, or saline. The application was 
reviewed by the General Hospital and 
Personal Use Device Section of the 
General Medical Devices Panel, an FDA 
advisory committee, which 
recommended approval of the 
application. On March 3, 1982, FDA 
approved the application by a letter to 
the sponsor from the Acting Director of 
the Bureau of Medical Devices. 


A summary of the safety and 
effectiveness data on which FDA’s 
approval is based is on file in the 
Dockets Management Branch (address 
above) and is available upon request 
from that office. A copy of all approved 
final labeling is available for public 
inspection at the Bureau of Medical 
Devices. Contact Charles Kyper (HFK- 
402), address above. Requests should be 
identified with the name of the device 
and the docket number found in 
brackets in the heading of this 
document. 


Opportunity for Administrative Review 


Section 515(d}{3) of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (the act) (21 
U.S.C. 360e(d)(3)) authorizes any 
interested person to petition under 
section 515(g) of the act (21 U.S.C. 
360e(g)) for administrative review of 
FDA's decision to approve this 
application. A petitioner may request 
either a formal hearing under Part 12 (21 
CFR Part 12) of FDA's administrative 
practices and procedures regulations or 
a review of the application and of FDA's 
action by an independent advisory 
committee of experts. A petition is to be 
in the form of a petition for 
reconsideration of FDA action under 
§ 10.33(b) (21 CFR 10.33(b)). A petitioner 
shall identify the form of review 
requested (hearing or independent 
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advisory committee) and shall submit 
with the petition supporting data and 
information showing that there is a 
genuine and substantial issue of 
material fact for resolution through 
administrative review. After reviewing 
the petition, FDA will decide whether to 
grant or deny the petition and will 
publish notice of its decision in the 
Federal Register. If FDA grants the 
.petition, the notice will state the issue to 
be reviewed, the form of review to be 
used, the persons who may participate 
in the review, the time and place where 
the review will occur, and other details. 
Petitioners may, at any time on or 
before April-26, 1982, file with the 
Dockets Management Branch (address 
above) four copies of each petition and 
supporting data and information, 
identified with the name of the device 
and the docket number found in 
brackets in the heading of this 
document. Received petitions may be 
seen in the office above between 9 a.m. 
and 4 p.m., Monday through Friday. 
Dated: March 19, 1982. 
William F. Randolph, 
Acting Associate Commissioner for 
Regulatory Affairs. 
[FR Doc. 82-8083 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


[Docket No. 82M-0069] 


lOLAB Corp.; Premarket Approval of 
Shearing Planar Open Loop Posterior 
Chamber Lens Models 101, 101B, and 
101T 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) announces its 
approval of the application for 
premarket approval under the Medical 
Device Amendments of 1976 of the 
SHEARING Planar Open Loop Posterior 
Chamber Lens Models 101, 101B, and 
101T sponsored by IOLAQB Corp., 
Convina, CA. After reviewing the 
recommendation of the Ophthalmic 
Device Section of the Ophthalmic; Ear, 
Nose, and Throat; and Dental Devices 
Panel, FDA notified the sponsor that the 
application was approved because the 
intraocular lens had been shown to be 
safe and effective for use in persons 60 
years of age and older who meet the 
selection criteria in the approved 
lableling. ° 

DATE: Petitions for administrative 
review by April 26, 1982. 

ADDRESS: Requests for copies of the 
summary of safety and effectiveness 
data and petitions for administrative 
review may be sent to the Dockets 


Management Branch (HFA-305), Food 
and Drug Administration, Rm. 4-62, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Charles Kyper, Bureau of Medical 
Devices (HFK-402), Food and Drug 
Administration, 8757 Georgia Ave., 
Silver Spring, MD 20910, 301-427-7445. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
October 26, 1979, IOLAB Corp. 
submitted to FDA an application for 
premarket approval of the SHEARING 
Planar Open Loop Posterior Chamber 
Lens (an intraocular lens) Models 101, 
101B, and 101T. The application was 
reviewed by the Ophthalmic Device 
Section of the Ophthalmic; Ear, Nose, 
and Throat; and Dental Devices Panel, 
and FDA advisory committee, which 
recommended approval of the 
application for the use of this device. On 
March 2, 1982, FDA approved the 
application by a letter to the sponsor 
from the Acting Director of the Bureau 
of Medical Devices. 

A summary of the safety and 
effectiveness data on which FDA’s 
approval is based is on file in the Docket 
Management Branch (address above) 
and is available upon request from that 
office. A copy of all approved final 
labeling is available for public 
inspection at the Bureau of Medical 
Devices. Contact Charles Kyper (HFK- 
402), address above. Requests should be 
identified with the name of the device 
and the docket number found in 
brackets in the heading of this 
document. 


Opportunity for Administrative Review 


Section 515(d)(3) of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 
360e(d)(3)) authorizes any interested 
person to petition under section 515(g) of 
the act (21 U.S.C. 360e(g)) for 
administrative review of FDA's decision 
to approve this application. A petitioner 
may request either a formal hearing 
under Part 12 (21 CFR Part 12) of FDA's 
administrative practices and procedures 
regulations or a review of the 
application and of FDA's action by an 
independent advisory committee of 
experts. A petition is to be in the form of 
a petition for reconsideration of FDA 
action under § 10.33(b) (21 CFR 10.33(b)). 
A petitioner shall identify the form of 
review request (hearing or independent 
advisory committee) and shall submit 
with the petition supporting data and 
information showning that there is a 
genuine and substantial issued of 
material fact for resolution through 
administrative review. After reviewing 
the petition, FDA will decide whether to 
grant or deny the petition and will 
publish a notice of its decision in the 
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Federal Register. If FDA grants the 
petition, the notice will state the issue to 
be reviewed, the form of review to be 
used, the persons who may participate 
in the review, the time and place where 
the review will occur, and other details. 
Petitioners may, at any time on or 
before April 26, 1982, file with the 
Dockets Management Branch (HFA- 
305), Food and Drug Administration, Rm. 
4-62, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 
20857, four copies of each petition and 
supporting data and information, 
identified with the name of the device 
and the docket number found in 
brackets in the heading of this 
document. Received petitions may be 
seen in the office above between 9 a.m. 
and 4 p.m., Monday through Friday. 
Dated: March 19, 1982. 
William F. Randolph, 
Acting Associate Commissioner for 
Regulatory Affairs. 
[FR Doc. 82-8084 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


Consumer Participation; Open Meeting 
AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) announces a 
forthcoming national consumer 
exchange meeting to be chaired by the 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 


DATE: The meeting will be held at 3:30 
p.m., Monday, April 12, 1982. 


ADDRESS: The meeting will be held in 
the Hubert H. Humphrey Bldg. 
Auditorium, 200 Independence Ave. 
SW., Washington, DC 20201. Interpreter 
services for deaf or hearing-impaired 
consumers will be provided upon 
request. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Alexander Grant, Associate 
Commissioner for Consumer Affairs 
(HFE-1), Food and Drug Administration, 
5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857, 
301-443-5006; (TTY; telephone for the 
deaf) 301-443-1818. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
purpose of the meeting is to exchange 
information between FDA officials and 
consumer representatives by providing 
an opportunity for consumer 
representatives to present their views 
directly to the Commissioner and to the 
top managers of FDA, by seeking 
solutions to any problems agreed on 
during this communication, and by 
giving the agency an opportunity to 
discuss and communicate vital health 
and policy issues to the concerned 
public. Proposed discussion at the 
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meeting will focus on the issue of 
consumer protection in terms of 
deregulation, budget reductions, and 
enforcement. 


Dated: March 23, 1982. 
William F. Randolph, 
Acting Associate Commissioner for 
Regulatory Affairs. ; 
[FR Doc. 62-8197 Filed 3-24-82; 10:02 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 


Health Care Financing Administration 


Medicare and Medicaid Programs; 
Schedules of Guidelines for Physical 
Therapy and Respiratory Therapy 
Services 


AGENCY: Health Care Financing 
Administration (HCFA), HHS. 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: This notice updates the 
current schedules of salary equivalency 
guidelines for Medicare program 
reimbursement for the reasonable costs 
of physical therapy and respiratory 
therapy services furnished under an 
arrangement with a hospital or other 
provider. The schedules were published 
in the Federal Register on February 25, 
1981, and are used by the program's 
fiscal intermediaries to determine the 
maximum allowable cost of such 
services. They are being updated to 
account for increases in inflation. The 
guidelines also apply to certain State 
Medicaid programs as indicated in the 
Supplementary Information. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: The updated schedules 
apply to services furnished on or after 
October 1, 1981. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
William Goeller, 301-597-1802. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section 
1861(v)(5) of the Social Security Act 
requires the Secretary to establish 
criteria for determining the reasonable 
cost of services furnished by therapists 
or other health related personnel, 
individually or through an organization, 
under an arrangement with a provider of 
services, a clinic, a rehabilitation 
agency, or a public health agency. Under 
an arrangement, payment for covered 
services is made to the hospital or other 
provider (rather than to the therapist or 
supplier organization). These services 
include physical therapy, occupational _ 
therapy, speech therapy and other 
therapy services and services of other 
health specialists (other than 
physicians). The requirements of the 
statute are implemented by regulations 
at 42 CFR 405.432. 

Medicare allowable cost for these . 
services may not exceed an amount 
equal to the prevailing salary that the 


hospital or other provider would 
normally incur in furnishing these 
services if it had furnished them 
directly, plus allowances for fringe 
benefits, overhead expenses, travel, 
equipment, supplies, and supervisory 
and administrative activities. 

The regulations provide that HCFA 
will issue guidelines setting maximum 
hourly amounts for therapy services 
furnished to Medicare beneficiaries 
under arrangements. These guidelines, 
with updates as necessary, apply only to 
the amount or reimbursement the 
Medicare program will make to a 
provider for therapy services obtained 
under an arrangement. The guidelines 
are not intended to dictate or otherwise 
interfere in the terms of the contract that 
a provider may wish to enter into with a 
therapist or therapist organization. The 
guidelines do not apply to services 
furnished by employees of a hospital or 
other provider; the cost of these services 
will continue to be evaluated under the 
Medicare program’s reasonable cost 
provisions. (See 42 CFR 405.45T.) 

We published schedules of guidelines 
for physical and respiratory therapy 
services in the Federal Register on 
February 25, 1981 (46 FR 14063), that 
were effective for services furnished on 
or after October 1, 1980. In that notice, 
we indicated that we wanted to 
establish a cycle of regular updates, and 
we planned to issue.our next schedules 
of physical therapy and respiratory 
therapy guidelines effective for services 
furnished on or after October 1, 1981. 
We also stated that, if publication of 
these revised schedules was delayed, 
we would increase the current amounts 
by a percentage based on data on 
overall hospital wages of production 
and nonsupervisory workers from line 
SIC-806 of the Bureau of Labor Statistics 


._(BLS) Employment and Earnings 


Bulletin. We would then publish a notice 
of the update factor, and the current 
guidelines, as updated, would remain in 
effect until we had published revised 
schedules of guidelines. 

We published a proposed notice 
containing substantive changes in the 
methodology for computing the 
guidelines in the Federal Register on 
August 13, 1981 (46 FR 40924). We have 
received significant comments on major 
aspects of the proposed methodology 
that must be evaluated before a final 
notice can be issued. Therefore, we are 
publishing this notice to fulfill our 
commitment to publish an update factor 
reflecting increases in the wage data. 

An update factor of 13.1 percent will 
be applied to services furnished on or 
after October 1, 1981. The updated 
amounts will remain in effect until the 
effective date of a new schedule of 
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guidelines. The update factor is based 
on the percentage increase in the hourly 
earnings of production and 
nonsupervisory hospital workers as 
reported in Table C2 of the Bureau of 
Labor Statistics Employment and 
Earnings Bulletin (line SIC 806) during 
the 12-month period ending September 
1981. 

The standard travel allowance will be 
adjusted so that it equals one-half of the 
new salary amounts. This allowance, as 
in the current schedules, is based on an 
estimated average travel time of one- 
halfhour. . 

As with the current guidelines, the 


. updated amounts will also apply to 


reimbursement under the Medicaid 
progranrwhere the guidelines have been 
incorporated in the State plans or where 
States follow the Medicare principles of 
reimbursement. 


Waiver of Proposed Notice and 30-Day 
Delay in Effective Date 


Because the methodology used for the 
revised schedule had previously been 
published for public comment, we do not 
believe it would be either necessary or 
useful to again request comment on that 
methodology. As indicated above, the 
final notice containing the current 
schedule was published on February 25, 
1981, and stated that, if publication of a 
revised schedule was not published in 
final by October 1, 1981, we would 
publish a notice updating the guidelines 
to account for inflation. Without 
publication of this notice, the current 
guidelines would remain in effect 
without adjustment for increases in 
inflation. We believe it would be 
contrary to the public interest to permit 
this to occur. Therefore, we find good 
cause to waive publication of a 
proposed notice, and publish this notice 
of the update factor in final form. For the 
same reason, and because prompt 
implementation of the update factor will 
benefit those providers and therapists 
affected by the schedules, there is good 
cause to waive the customary 30-day 
delay of the effective date. 

(Secs. 1102, 1814(b), 1833(a), 1861(v)(5), and 

1871 of the Social Security Act; 42 U.S.C. 

1302, 1395f(b), 1395]{a), 1395x{v)(5), and 

1395hh) 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 

Program No. 13.773, Medicare—Hospital 

Insurance, and 13.774, Medicare— 

Supplementary Medical Insurance) 
Dated: February 15, 1982. 

Carolyne K. Davis, 

Administrator, Health Care Financing 

Administration. 

{FR Doc. 82-8153 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4120-03-™ 


. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Bureau of Land Management 
[F-14914-A] 


Alaska Native Claims Selection 


The purpose of this decision is to 
modify the Decision to Issue 
Conveyance (DIC) dated July 25, 1980, 
and published in the Federal Register on 
page 50660. The DIC, dated July 25, 1980, 
included those water bodies determined 
to be navigable as recommended in the 
Alaska State Director (SD), BLM, 
memorandum dated May 22, 1980, 
concerning final easements for the 
village of Nunapitchuk. 

On March 10, 1982, an amendment to 
the SD memorandum of May 22, 1980, 
was issued which contained an 
administrative redetermination of 
navigability of the water bodies within 
the Nunapitchuk conveyance area. 
Therefore, the navigability information 
is modified as follows: 


Page 50662 


The paragraph beginning “within the 
above-described lands, only the 
following inland water bodies are 
considered to be navigable:” 

This paragraph is hereby modified to 
add the following water bodies to the 
list: 

An unnamed slough and lake system 
in Secs. 16, 17, 20, 21, 28, and 29, T. 10 N., 
R. 74 W., Seward Meridian; 

Pikmiktalik River and its 
interconnecting sloughs throughout the 
selection; and 

An unnamed lake and slough in Secs. — 
3, 4, 5, 9, and 10, T. 8 N., R. 75 W., 
Seward Meridian. 

This modified decision constitutes the 
final administrative determination of the 
Bureau of Land Management concerning 
navigability of water bodies. 

The DIC of July 25, 1980, approved 
conveyance of the surface estate of the 
beds of the above-described water 
bodies to Nunapitchuk Limited and 
conveyance of the subsurface estate of 
the same land to Calista Corporation. 
As the water bodies are now considered 
navigable, the submerged lands beneath 
them are not public lands and are 
therefore not available for conveyance 
to the Native corporations under the 
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act 
(43 CFR 2650.0-5(g)). Therefore, the DIC 
of July 25, 1980, is hereby modified to 
exclude the submerged lands of the 
above-described water bodies. This 
acreage will not be charged against the 
village corporation’s entitlement. 


Except as modified by this decision, 
the decision of July 25, 1980, stands as 
written. 

Ruth Stockie, 

Acting Chief, Branch of ANCSA Adjudication. 
[FR Doc. 82-8120 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


[F-14939-A Through F-14939-C] 


Alaska Native Claims Selection 


On April 23, October 9 and 25, 1974, 
the Stebbins Native Corporation, for the 
Native village of Stebbins, filed 
selection applications F-14939-A, F- 
14939-B, F-14939-C, respectively, under 
the provisions of the Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act of December 18, 
1971 (43 U.S.C. 1601, 1611 (1976)) 
(ANCSA), for the surface estate of 
certain lands in the vicinity of Stebbins. 


As to the lands described below, the 
applications, as amended, are properly 
filed and meet the requirements of the 
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act 
and of the regulations issued pursuant 
thereto. The lands do not include any 
lawful entry perfected under or being 
maintained in compliance with laws 
leading to acquisition to title. 


In view of the foregoing, the surface 
estate of the following described lands, 
selected pursuant to Sec. 12(a), 
aggregating approximately 82,511 acres, 
is approved for acquisition by the 
Stebbins Native Corporation and is 
hereby approved for conveyance 
pursuant to Sec. 14{a) of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act. 


Kateel River Meridian, Alaska (Unsurveyed) 


T. 21S., R. 19 W., 

Secs. 30 and 31 (fractional); 

Sec. 32 (fractional), excluding Native 
allotment F-16400 Parcel A. 

Containing approximately 795 acres. 

T. 22 S., R. 19 W., 

Sec. 5 (fractional), excluding Native 
allotments F-16046 Parcel C; F-16219, 
Parcel B, and F-16394 Parcel C; 

Secs. 6 and 7; 

Sec. 8, excluding Native allotments F-16219 
Parcel B; 

Sec. 9 (fractional), excluding Native 
allotment F-16407 Parcel B; 

Sec. 16 (fractional), excluding Native 
allotments F-16375, F-16407 Parcel B, 
and F-16408 Parcel A; 

Sec. 17, excluding Native allotments F- 
16375, F-16380, and F-16408 Parcel A; 

Secs. 18 and 19; 

Sec. 20 (fractional), excluding Native 
allotments F-12761 Parcel B, F-16375, 
and F-16410 Parcel A; 

Sec. 28 (fractional), excluding Native 
allotment F-16388; 

Sec. 29 (fractional), excluding Native 
allotments F-16381, F-16388, and F-16410 
Parcel A; 
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Sec. 30 (fractional), excluding Native 
allotments F-16042 Parcel B and F-16406 
Parcel A; 

Sec. 31 (fractional); 

Sec. 32 (fractional), excluding Native 
allotment F-16378; 

Sec. 33 (fractional); 

Sec. 34 (fractional), excluding Executive 
Order 3406 (ANCSA Sec. 3(e) application 
AA-39620); 

Sec. 35 (fractional), excluding Executive 
Order 3406 (ANCSA Sec. 3(e) application 
AA-39620) and Native allotment F-16389 
Parcel B; 

Sec. 36 (fractional), excluding Native 

- allotment F-16389 Parcel B. 


Containing approximately 5,386 acres. 


T. 23 S., R. 19 W., 

Sec. 1; 

Sec. 2 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
No. 2049, U.S. Survey No. 4241, U.S. 
Survey No. 4491, and Native allotment F- 
16398; 

Sec. 3 (fractional); 

Sec. 11 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
No. 4491 Tracts B and C, Native 
allotments F-16386 Parcel B and F-16410 
Parcel B; 

Secs. 12 and 13; 

Secs. 14, 22, and 23 (fractional); 

Sec. 24, excluding Native allotment F-16235 
Parcel B; 

Sec. 25, excluding Native allotment F-16235 
Parcel B and North Branch of the Little 
Saint Michael Canal; 

Sec. 26, excluding Little Saint Michael 
Canal; 

Secs. 27, 28, 32, and 33 (fractional); 

Secs. 34 and 35, excluding Little Saint 
Michael Canal; 

Sec. 36, excluding North Branch of the 
Little Saint Michael Canal. 


Containing approximately 7,483 acres. 


T. 24S., R.19 W., 

Sec. 1, excluding Native allotment F-16240 
and interconnecting slough; 

Sec. 12, excluding Native allotments F- 
16240, F-16412 Parcel D, and 
interconnecting slough; 

Sec. 13, excluding interconnecting slough; 

Sec. 24; 

Sec. 25, excluding Big Saint Michael Canal; 

Sec. 36. 

Containing approximately 3,455 acres. 


T. 25 S., R. 19 W., 

Secs. 1, 2, and 3; 

Sec. 4, excluding Nunavulnuk River; 

Sec. 9, excluding Native allotment F-16219 
Parcel A and Nunavulnuk River; 

Sec. 10, excluding Native allotment F-16042 
Parcel A and Nunavulnuk River; 

Secs. 11, 12, and 13; 

Secs. 14 and 15, excluding Native allotment 
F-16374 Parcel B and Nunavulnuk River; 

Sec. 16; 

Sec. 17, excluding Native allotment F-16387 
Parcel A; 

Sec. 18 excluding Native allotment F-16405 
Parcel A and Kuiak River; 

Sec. 19,.excluding Native allotments F- 
16407 Parcel A, F-16409 Parcel A, and 
Kuiak River; 
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Sec. 20, excluding Native allotments F- 
16387 Parcel A, F-16409 Parcel A, and 
Kuiak River; : 

Sec. 21; : 

Secs. 22 and 23, excluding Native allotment 
F-16374 Parcel B; 

Secs, 24 to 27, inclusive; 

Secs. 28 and 29, excluding Kuiak River; 

Secs. 30 and 31; 

Sec. 32, excluding Kuiak River; 

Secs. 33, 34, 35, and 36. 

Containing approximately 18,963 acres. 


T. 26S., R. 19 W., 

Secs. 1 to 11, inclusive; 

Secs, 15 to 22, inclusive; 

Secs. 27 and 28; 

Sec. 29, excluding Native allotment F- 
16376; 

Sec. 30, 31, and 32; 

Sec. 33, excluding Native allotment F-12761 
Parcel C; , 

Sec. 34. 


Containing approximately 16,869 acres. 


T. 215., R. 20 W., 

Sec. 25 (fractional); : 

Secs. 28 and 29 (fractional), excluding . 
Native allotments F-982 Parcel B and F- 
16039; 

Sec. 31 (fractional); 

Sec. 32 (fractional), excluding Native 
allotment F-16039; 

Sec. 33 (fractional), excluding Native 
allotments F-982 Parcel A, F-16039, and 
F-16047 Parcel A; 

Sec. 34 (fractional), excluding Native 
allotments F-16047 Parcel A, F-16049, 
and Stuart Island Canal; 

Sec. 35 (fractional), excluding Native 
allotments F-16401 Parcel B and F-16402 
Parcel B; 

Sec. 36 (fractional), excluding Native 
allotment F-16402 Parcels A and B. 


Containing approximately 1,154 acres. 


T. 22 S., R. 20 W., 

Sec. 1; 

Sec. 2, excluding Native allotment F-16401 
Parcel B; 

Sec. 3, excluding allotments F-16226, F- 
16397 Parcel A, and Stuart Island Canal; 

Secs. 4 and-5; 

Sec. 6 (fractional); 

Secs. 7, 8 and 9; 

Sec. 10, excluding Native allotment F-16226 
and Stuart Island Canal; 

Secs. 11, 12, 13 and 14; 

Sec. 15, excluding Native allotment F-16395 
Parcels B and C and Stuart Island Canal; 

Secs. 16, 17, 18, and 19; ‘ 

Sec. 20, excluding Native allotments F- 
16396 Parcel B, F-16397 Parcel B, Stuart 
Island Canal, and unnamed slough; 

Sec. 21, excluding Native allotment F-16048 
Parcel A and Stuart Island Canal; 

Sec. 22, excluding Stuart Island Canal and 
unnamed slough; 

Sec. 23, excluding Native allotments F- 
13063, F-13064, and unnamed slough; 

Sec. 24; 

Séc. 25, excluding Native allotment F-16045 
Parcel B; 

Sec. 26 (fractional), excluding Native 
allotments F-12783, F-13064, F-16374 
Parcel A, F-16401 Parcel A, and unnamed 


slough; 


Sec. 27, excluding Native allotments F- 
16222, F-16387 Parcel B, F-16401 Parcel A 
and unnamed slough; 

Sec. 28 (fractional), excluding Native 
allotment F-16041 and Stuart Island 
Canal; 

Sec. 29, excluding Native allotments F- 
16044, F-16050, F-16386 Parcel A, F- 
16396 Parcel B, and Stuart Island Canal; 

Sec. 30, excluding Native allotment F- 
16044; 

Sec. 31 (fractional), excluding Native 
allotments F-16038 Parcel A and F-16403 
Parcel B; 

Sec. 32 (fractional), excluding Native 
allotments F-16227, F-16386 Parcel A, 
and Stuart Island Canal; 

Sec. 33 (fractional), excluding Native 
allotments F-16041 and F-16389 Parcel A; 

Sec. 34 (fractional), excluding Native 
allotments F-16222 and F-16389 Parcel A; 

Sec. 35 (fractional), excluding Native 
allotment F-12783; 

Sec. 36 (fractional), excluding Native 
allotment F-16045 Parcel B. 

Containing approximately 16,681 acres. 

T. 25S., R. 20 W., 

Sec. 13, excluding Kuiak River; 

Sec. 22, excluding Native allotment F-16405 
Parcel B; 

Secs. 23 and 24, excluding Kuiak River; 

Secs, 25, 26, and 27; 

Sec. 28, excluding Native allotment F- 
16390; 

Sec. 33, excluding Native allotments F- 
16045 Parcel A, F-16225, F-16394 Parcel 
B, and Kogak River; 

Secs. 34, 35, and 36. 


Containing approximately 7,115 acres. 


T. 21S., R. 21 W., 
Sec. 36 (fractional). 


Containing approximately 35 acres. 


T. 22S., R. 21 W., 

Secs. 1 and 2 (fractional); 

Sec. 11 (fractional), excluding Native 
allotment F-16043; 

Sec. 12 (fractional); 

Sec. 13; 

Sec. 14 (fractional), excluding Native 
allotment F-16043; 

Sec. 15 (fractional), excluding Native 
allotment F-16383 Parcel B; 

Sec. 16 (fractional); 

Sec. 22 (fractional), excluding Native 
allotment F-16383 Parcel B; 

Sec. 23 (fractional) 

Sec. 24; 

Sec. 25 (fractional), excluding Native 
allotments F-16048 Parcel B and F-16397 
Parcel D; 

Secs. 26, 27, and 36 (fractional). 


Containing approximately 4,575 acres. 
Aggregating approximately 82,511 acres. 


Within the above-described lands, 
only the following inland water bodies 
are considered to be navigable: 


Big Saint Michael Canal and Little Saint 
Michael Canal (including North Branch); 

Kogok (Kogak) River through Sec. 33, T. 25 
S., R. 20 W., Kateel River Meridian; 

Nunavulnuk River through Sec. 14, T. 25 S., 
R. 19 W., Kateel River Meridian; : 

Kuiak River through Secs. 28 and 32, T. 25 
S., R. 19 W., Kateel River Meridian; and 
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Stuart Island Canal. 


All other named and unnamed water 
bodies within the lands to be conveyed 
were reviewed. Based on existing 
evidence, they were determined to be 
nonnavigable. 

The lands excluded in the above 
description are not being approved for 
conveyance at this time and have been 
excluded for one or more of the 
following reasons: Lands are no longer 
under Federal jurisdiction; lands are 
under applications pending further 
adjudication; lands are pending a 
determination under section 3(e) of 
ANCSA, or lands were previously 
rejected by decision. Lands within U.S. 
Surveys which are excluded are 
described separately in this decision if 
they are available for conveyance. 
These exclusions do not constitute a 
rejection of the selection application, 
unless specifically so stated. 

The conveyance issued for the surface 
estate of the lands described above 
shall contain the following reservations 
to the United States: 

1. The subsurface estate therein, and 
all rights¢ privileges, immunities, an 
appurtenances, of whatsoever nature, 
accruing unto said estate pursuant to the 
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act of 
December 18, 1971 (43 U.S.C. 1601, 
1613(f)); and 

2. Pursuant to Sec. 17(b) of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act of . 
December 18, 1971 (43 U.S.C. 1601, 
1616(b)), the following public easements 
referenced by easement identification 
number (EIN) on the easement maps, 
copies of which will be found in case file 
F-14939-EE, are reserved to the United 
States. All easements are subject to 
applicable Federal, State, or Municipal 
corporation regulation. The following is 
a listing of uses allowed for each type of 
easement. Any uses which are not 
specifically listed are prohibited. 

25 Foot Trail—The uses allowed on a 
twenty-five (25) foot wide trail easement’ 
are: travel by foot, dogsied, animals, 
snowmobiles, two- and three-wheel 
vehicles, and small all-terrain vehicles 
(less than 3,000 lbs. Gross Vehicle 
Weight (GVW)). 

Utility Purposes—The uses allowed 
for a utility easement are those activities 
which are necessary for construction, 
operation, and maintenance of a 
powerline utility. 

a. (EIN 1 D1, D9) An easement for a 
combined existing, buried powerline 
utility and proposed paralleling trail, 
thirty (30) feet in width, from the village 
of Stebbins in Sec. 2, T. 23 S., R. 19 W., 
Kateel River Meridian, southeasterly to 
the village of Saint Michael. The uses 
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allowed are those listed above for a 
twenty-five (25) foot wide trail and 
those listed above for utility purposes. 

b. (EIN 2 Di, D9) An easement for an 
existing access trail twenty-five (25) feet 
in width from the village of Saint 
Michael in Sec. 19, T. 23 S., R. 17 W., 
Kateel River Meridian, southwesterly to 
the village of Kotlik, surrounding 
villages, and public land. The uses 
allowed are those listed above for a 
twenty-five (25) foot wide trail. The 
season of use will be limited to winter. 

c. (EIN 2c C5) An easement for a 
proposed access trail twenty-five (25) 
feet in width from Nunavulnuk Lake in 
Sec. 14, T. 25 S., R. 19 W., Kateel River 
Meridian, easterly to public land. The 
uses allowed are those listed above for 
a twenty-five (25) foot wide trail 
easement. 

The grant of the above-described 
lands shall be subject to: 

1. Issuance of a patent after approval 
and filing by the Bureau of Land 
Management of the official plat of 
survey confirming the boundary 
description and acreage of the lands 
hereinabove granted; 

2. Valid existing rights therein, if any, 
including but not limited to those 
created by any lease (including a lease 
issued under Sec. 6{g) of the Alaska 
Statehood Act of July 7, 1958 (48 U.S.C. 
Ch. 2, Sec. 6(g))), contract, permit, right- 
of-way, or easement, and the right of the 
lessee, contractee, permittee, or grantee 
to the completed enjoyment of all rights, 
privileges, and benefits thereby granted 
to him. Further, pursuant to Sec. 17(b)(2) 
of the Alaska Native Claims Settlement 
Act of December 18, 1971 (43 U.S.C. 
1601, 1616({b)(2)} (ANCSA), any valid 
existing right recognized by ANCSA 
shall continue to have whatever right of 
access as is not provided for under 
existing law; 

3. Airport lease F-13819, located 
within Secs 1, 2, and 11 T. 23 S., R. 19 
W., Kateel River Meridian, issued to the 
State of Alaska, Department of 
Transportation and Public Facilities, 
under the provisions of the act of May 
24, 1928 (49 U.S.C. 211-214 (1976)); and 

4. Requirements of Sec. 14{c) of the 
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act of 
December 18, 1971 (43 U.S.C. 1601, 
1613(c)), that the grantee hereunder 
convey those portions, if any, of the 
lands hereinabove granted, as are 
prescribed in said section. 

Stebbins Native Corporation is 
entitled to conveyance of 115,200 acres 
of land selected pursuant to Sec. 12{a) of 
the Alaska Native Claims Settlement 
Act. To date, approximately 82,511 acres 
of this entitlement have been approved 
for conveyance. The remaining 


entitlement of approximately 32,689 


- acres will be conveyed at a later date. 


Pursuant to Sec. 14(f) of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act, 
conveyance of the subsurface estate of 
the lands described above shall be 
granted to Bering Straits Native 
Corporation when conveyance is 
granted to Stebbins Native Corporation 
for the surface estate, and shall be 
subject to the same conditions as the 
surface conveyance. 

In accordance with Departmental 
regulation 43 CFR 2650.7(d), notice of 
this decision is being published once in 
the Federal Register and once a week, 
for four (4) consecutive weeks, in the 
Tundra Times. 

Any party claiming a property interest 
in lands affected by this decision, an 
agency of the Federal government, or 
regional corporation may appeal the 
decision to the Alaska Native Claims 
Appeal Board, provided, however, 
pursuant to Pub. L. 96-487, this decision 
constitutes the final administrative 
determination of the Bureau of Land 
Management concerning navigability of 
water bodies. 

Appeals should be filed with Alaska 
Native Claims Appeal Board, P.O. Box 
2433, Anchorage, Alaska 99510, with a 
copy served upon both the Bureau of 
Land Management, Alaska State Office, 
701 C Street, Box 13, Anchorage, Alaska 
99513 and the Regional Solicitor, Office 
of the Solicitor, 510 L Street, Suite 100, 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501. The time 
limits for filing an appeal are: 

1. Parties receiving service of this 
decision shall have 30 days from the 
receipt of.this decision to file an appeal. 

2. Unknown parties, parties unable to 
be located after reasonable efforts have 
been expended to locate, and parties 
who failed or refused to sign the return 
receipt shall have until April 26, 1982 to 
file an appeal. 

Any party known or unknown who is 
adversely affected by this decision shall 
be deemed to have waived those rights 
which were adversely affected unless an 
appeal is timely filed with the Alaska 
Claims Appeal Board. 

To avoid summary dismissal of the 
appeal, there must be strict compliance 
with the regulations governing such 
appeals. Further information on the 
manner of and requirement for filing an 
appeal may be obtained from the bureau 
of Land Management, 701 C Street, Box 
13, Anchorage, Alaska 99513. 

If an appeal is taken, the parties to be 
served with copy of the notice of appeal 
are: 


Stebbins Native Corporation, Stebbins, 
Alaska 99671 


Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 59 / Friday, March 26, 1982 / Notices 


Bering Straits Native Corporation, P.O. 
Box 1008, Nome, Alaska 99762 

Ruth Stockie, 

Acting Chief, Branch of ANCSA Adjudication. 

[FR Doc. 82-8121 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


Outer Continental Shelf Advisory 
Board; Alaska Regional Technical 
Working Group Committee; Meeting 


This notice is issued in accordance 
with the provisions of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act, Pub. L. 92-643. 

The Alaska Regional Technical 
Working Group Committee of the 
National Advisory Board will hold a 
meeting on April 6-7, 1982, beginning at 
9 a.m. in the Mountainview Conference 
Room, Alaska OCS Office, 620 East 10th 
Avenue, Anchorage, Alaska. 

The meeting will cover the following 
principal subjects: 

—tTentative proposed 5-year schedule 
—Call for information, Navarin sale 83 
—Presentation by the State/Federal 

Transportation Planning Organization 
—Results of IPP program review meeting 
—Discussion of the regional 

transportation management planning 

process 
—Presentation on sand and gravel 
disposal process 


The meeting is open to the public. 
Public attendance may be limited by the 
space available. Summary minutes of 
the meeting will be available at the 
Alaska OCS Office for public inspection 
and copying 3 weeks after the meeting. 

For further information, contact Gordy 
Euler at the Alaska OCS Office, (907) 
276-2955. 

Esther C. Wunnicke, 
Manager, Alaska OCS Office. 
[FR Doc. 82-8133 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


Planning Criteria for Management 
Framework Plan Amendments in the 


Caliente, Folsom, and Hollister 
Resource Areas, Bakersfield District, 
California 

March 16, 1982. 

In accordance with 43 CFR 1601.3, 
notice is hereby given of the availability 
of the Planning Criteria to Direct 
Management Framework Plan 
amendments for Wilderness Study 
Areas (WSAs). 

The Bakersfield District of the Bureau 
of Land Management has prepared the 
initial Planning Criteria to direct five 
Management Framework Plan 
Amendments for ten WSAs in the 
Caliente, Folsom, and Hollister Resource 
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Areas. The Plan amendments will 
involve the Temblor-Caliente, Sierra, 
Fresno-San Benito, Monterey, and South 
Sierra Foothills Planning Areas. The 
plans will be incorporated under a 
single Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS), and will carry out the 
requirements of the Federal Land Policy 
and Management Act (FLPMA} of 1976. 

As new information surfaces during 
the planning process, and/or from public 
input, additional planning criteria will 
be developed for future guidance of this 
planning effort. 

This initial planning criteria is 
available for review at the following 
locations: 

Bakersfield District Office, 800 Truxtun 
Ave., Room 302, Bakersfield, CA 
93301; Telephone: (805) 861-4191 

Caliente Resource Area, 1430 Truxtun 
Ave., Rm. 456, Bakersfield, CA 93301; 
Telephone: (805) 861-4236 

Folsom Resource Area, 63 Natoma, 
Folsom, CA 95630; Telephone: (916) 
985-4474 , 

Hollister Resource Area, P.O. Box 365, 
Hollister, CA 95023; Telephone: (408) 
637-8183 
For further information contact Garold 

W. Lamb, 800 Truxtun Ave., Rm. 302, 

Bakersfield, California 93301, (805) 861- 

4191. 

Michael D. May, 

Acting District Manager. 

(FR Doc. 82-8137 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 a.m.| 

BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


Vernal District Office, Vernal, Utah; 
Proposal To Amend the Bonanza and 
Rainbow Management Framework 
Pians (MFP’s) and Initiation for Public 
Participation 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 


ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: In accordance with Pub. L. 
94-579 and 43 CFR 1601.3(g) the Vernal 
District Office is proposing to amend the 
Management Framework Plans (MFP’s) 
for the Bonanza and Rainbow Planning 
Units in northeastern Utah. The two 
units are located in Uintah County 
between the Green River and the Utah- 
Colorado line and are bisected by the 
White River. The Bonanza and Rainbow 
MFP’s would be amended to consider 
the issuance of rights-of-way for seven. 
proposed synfuel projects, including five 
oil shale projects, (Geokinetics, Magic 
Circle, Paraho, Syntana, and Tosco) and 
two tar sand projects (Enercor and 
Sohio). 

Public meetings were held August 4-6, 
1981, to determine the scope of the 
proposals. It was then determined that 


the Bonanza and Rainbow MFP’s were 
not in conformance with the proposals 
and a planning amendment had to be 
completed before the proposals could be 
considered. 

The issues which have been 
tentatively identified at this time and 
will be addressed in the amendment and 
EIS processes are (1) Energy Resource 
Development, (2) Endangered Species, 
(3) Range and Woodlands, (4) Wildlife 
Habitat, (5) Archaeological and 
Historical Resources, (6) Water 
Resources, (7) Rights-of-Way and 
Access, (8) Recreation, (9) Socio- 
Economics, (10) Air Quality, and (11) 
Transportation. 

The disciplines to be represented on 
the interdisciplinary team are: 
Sociology, Economics, Land Use, Air 
Quality, Geology, Soils, Hydrology, 
Cultural Resources, Vegetation, 
Wildlife, Recreation, and 
Transportation. 

Comments relating to the proposed 
amendments should be received no later 
than May 1, 1982. A public meeting is 
planned following publication of the 
draft EIS, tentatively scheduled in 
August, 1982. Publication of the final EIS 
will be followed by a protest period and 
a public notice if any significant changes 
are made to the plans as a result of the 
amendment process. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Dean Evans, Bookcliffs Area Manager, 
BLM Vernal District Office, 170 South 
500 East, Vernal, Utah 84078, or 
telephone (801) 789-1362. Documents 
relevant to the planning process can be 
examined at the Vernal District Office 
during regular hours, 7:45 a.m. to 4:30 
p.m. 

David W. Moore, 

Acting District Manager. 

{FR Doc. 82-8134 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


Utah; White River Biological Opinion 
Received by BLM 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM) announces that it 
has received the biological opinion 
rendered by the Fish and Wildlife 
Service (FWS) concerning the proposed 
White River Dam. The dam and 
reservoir project would be on the White 
River southwest of Bonanza in Uintah 
County, Utah. 

The project, proposed to be 
constructed and operated by the Utah 
State Division of Water Resources on 
Federal land managed by BLM, would 
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feature a reservoir about 13.5 miles long 
with a maximum width of seven-tenths 
of a mile. It would have an active 
storage capacity of 70,700 acre-feet, with 
a sediment reserve capacity of 38,500 
acre-feet. 

FWS biologists found that the project 
as planned was not likely to jeopardized 
the continued existence of endangered 
species in the Colorado River system— 
the bald eagle, peregrine falcon, Uintah 
Basin hookless cactus, humpback chub 
or bonytail chub. 

The biologists were concerned about 
impact of the project on the endangered 
squawfish and recommended project 
adjustments to insure that continued 
existence of the squawfish was not 
jeopardized. The principal threat to 
habitat required by the squawfish had 
been reduction of peak spring river 
flows, reduction of turbidity and silt 
load, and reduced annual flows. 

Conservation measures incorporated 
into the project for the squawfish are: 


—Operation of the dam will insure that 
release water will approximate 
natural temperatures of the White 
River, and FWS will meet annually 
with the State to determine suitable 
stream flow releases for squawfish, 
based upon available releases; 

—Monitoring by BLM, FWS and the 
State of a possible squawfish 
spawning site 15 miles below the dam, 
and provision of habitat enhancement 
if necessary; 

—Monitoring by BLM, FWS and the 
State of squawfish habitat above the 
dam with the possibility of moving the 
small upstream population, or 
artificially establishing a population 
in the reservoir and upstream; 

—Investigation by BLM, FWS, and the 
State of whether providing squawfish 
passage around or through the dam is 
feasible or desirable; 

—Probable participation in development 
of an endangered species hatchery 
and other enhancement measures 
based upon the percent of impact on 
the squawfish population. 

BLM will use the biological opinion in 
the final environmental impact 
statement (FEIS) and in the decision 
process related to the use of BLM 
administered federal lands for the 
proposed project. A draft environmental 
impact statement (DEIS) was circulated 
to the public in early 1981 and it 
discussed the threatened, 
and sensitive species in the White River 
Dam project impact area. The DEIS 
stated that the biological opinion 
procedure would continue through the 
1981 field study period to collect more 
data on the endangered fish species for 





the biological opinion and use in the 
FEIS. Since the biological opinion was 
not available for public review as part 
of the DEIS, BLM is making it available 
now for public review in advance of 
preparation of the FEIS. 

The biological opinion is being sent by 
BLM to those people on the mailing list 
for the White River Dam DEIS. Copies of 
the White River Dam biological opinion 
may also be obtained from the BLM 
Vernal District Office, 170 South 500 
East, Vernal, Utah 84078 { or phone 
District Manager Lloyd Ferguson or 
Curtis Tucker at 789-1362); or from the 
BLM Utah State Office, 136 East South 
Temple, Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 (or 

._phone Thom Slater at 524-5645). 

BLM will accept all public comments 
on the biological opinion; however, to be 
considered in the preparation of the 
FEIS on the proposed White River Dam, 
comments must be received by April 15, 
1982. Comments should be sent in 
writing to Lloyd Ferguson, BLM Vernal 
District Manager, at the above address. 
Any comments received after April 15 
will not be reflected in the FEIS but will 
be considered in the decision-making 
process scheduled for early summer of 
1982. 


Dated: March 18, 1982. 
Roland G. Robison, Jr., 
State Director. 
[FR Doc. 82-8125 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


[W-020621, W-0220465, W-0304203, W- 
24205, W-24993] 


Wyoming; Termination of 
Classifications 


This notice will terminate five (5) 
Recreation and Public Purpose 
Classifications that classified the lands 
for lease or sale for qualified state and 
local governments, and non-profit 
organizations, pursuant to the 
Recreation and Public Purpose Act of 
June 14, 1926 as amended. 

1. Classification orders W-0200621 
dated April 26, 1962 and as amended 
December 17, 1970; W-0220465 dated 
September 7, 1962; W-0304203 dated 
March 24, 1964; W=24205 dated October 
7, 1970 and W-24993 dated January 18, 
1971 are hereby terminated insofar as 
they affect the following described 
lands: 

Sixth Principal Meridian, Wyoming 
W-0200621 
T.14N.,, R. 70 W., 
Sec. 2, lots 1 and 2, SE%sNE%, NE%SE%, 
S%SE%, SW %; 


Sec. 4, S%; 
Sec. 6, lots 1; 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, NYSE; 


Sec. 8, NY¥2NE%, S42SE%, SW%, 
NE“NW%; 

Sec. 10, NY%N%; 

Sec. 12, NW%; 

Sec. 24, S¥%. 
T. 15 N., R. 70 W., 

Sec. 20, N¥%S'%, SEY%SE%, SW%SW%; 

Sec. 22, SE%, S2SW%; 

Sec. 28, N%2, SW%; 

Sec. 30, lot 1, NEANW%; 

Sec. 32, all; 

Sec. 34, all. 

The area described contains approximately 
4,197.26 acres in Laramie and Albany 
Counties. i 


W-0220465 


T. 52 N., R. 104 W., 
Sec. 18, lots 39, 40, 43 (Lot 39 has been 
relotted and is now Lots 49 and 50, all of 
Lot 50, except approximately 1.8 under 
lease W-53138 for the Wapiti Fire Hall; 
Sec. 19, lots 12, 14, 15 and 16. 


The area described contains approximately 
86.56 acres in Park County. 


W-0304203 


T. 40 N., 116 W., 

Sec. 19, lot 5; 

Sec. 30, lots 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16; 

Sec. 31, lot 7; 

Sec. 32, lots 5, 6, 7, 8. 

T. 41 N., R. 117 W., 

Sec. 2, lots 8, 9, 10, 11; 

Sec. 3, lots 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, S’2NE%, SE%; 

Sec. 10, lots 5, 6, 7, 8, NE%, EY%eSE%; 

Sec. 11, lots 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, W%zW', 
SE%SW%; 

Sec. 13, lots 7, 8; 

Sec. 14, lots 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
SE“%NW%, W%SE%, SE%SE:; 

Sec. 15 lots 4, 5; 

Sec. 23, lots 6, 7, 8, 9, N¥2NE%; 

Sec. 24, lots 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 
NW%*NW%, S%4NW%, N%*%SW%, 
SW%SE%:; 

Sec. 25, lots 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11. 

The area described contains approximately 

1,780.29 in Teton County. 


W-24205 
T. 52 .N., R. 101 W., 
Sec. 8, lots 5, 6 and 7. 


The area described contains approximately 
106.51 acres in Park County 


W-24993 
T. 52.N., R. 101 W., 
Sec. 20, EZNW%, W%2SW%, S¥%2N%NE? 
ASW 4, S¥ANEYSW 4, SESW. 
The area described contains approximately 
270 acres in Park County. 


2. The classifications segregated the 
above lands from all forms of 
appropriations under the public land 
laws, including locations under the 
mining laws, except as to applications 
under the mineral leasing laws and 
application under the Recreation and 
Public Purpose Act. 

3. In accordance with 43 CFR 2741.4(h) 
the above lands have not had. 
applications filed within 18 months after 
issuance of the classification notice; 
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therefore pursuant to the authority 
contained in 43 CFR 2400.0-4 and 2450.6, 
the classifications are hereby 
terminated. 

4. At 9:30 a.m. on April 20, 1982 the 
lands shall be open to the operation of 
the public land laws, generally, and to 
location under the United States Mining 
Laws, subject to valid existing rights, the 
provisions of existing withdrawals and 
the requirements of applicable laws. 
They have been and will continue to be 
open to application and offers under the 
Mineral Leasing Laws. All valid 
applications received at or prior to 9:30 
a.m. on April 20, 1982 shall be 
considered aé simultaneously filed at 
that time. Those received thereafter 
shall be considered in the order of filing. 

Inquiries concerning the lands should 
be addressed to the Chief of Lands and 
Minerals Operations, Bureau of Land 
Management, 2515 Warren Avenue, P.O. 
Box 1828, Cheyenne, Wyoming 82003. 


Dated: March 18, 1982. 
F. William Eikenberry, 
Associate State Director. 
{FR Doc. 82-8128 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


Fish and Wildlife Service 


Endangered Species Permit; Receipt 
of Application From International 
Crane Foundation 


Applicant: International Crane 
Foundation, Baraboo, WI. 

The applicant requests a permit to 
import 4 captive black-necked cranes 
(Grus nigricollis) from the Xining Zoo, 
People’s Republic of China, for 
enhancement of propagation and 
survival. 

Humane care and treatment during 
transport has been indicated by the 
applicant. 

Documents and other information 
submitted with this application are 
available to the public during normal 
business hours in Room 601, 1000 N. 
Glebe Road, Arlington, Virginia, or by 
writing to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Federal Wildlife Permit Office, 
P.O. Box 3654, Arlington, VA 22203. 

This application has been assigned 
file number PRT 2-6303. Interested 
persons may comment on this 
application on or before April 26, 1982, 
by submitting written data, views, or 
arguments to the above address. Please 
refer to the file number when submitting 
comments.. 
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Dated: March 23, 1982. ° 
R. K. Robinson, 
Chief, Branch of Permits, Federal Wildlife 
Permit Office. 
[FR Doc. 62-8162 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-55-M 


National Park Service 
National Register of Historic Places; 
Notification of Pending Nominations 


Nominations for the following 
properties being considered for listing in 
the National Register were received by 
the National Park Service before March 
12, 1982, Pursuant to section 60.13 of 36 
CFR Part 60 written comments 
concerning the significance of these 
properties under the National Register 
criteria for evaluation may be forwarded 
' to the National Register, National Park 
Service, U.S. Department of the Interior, 
Washington, DC 20243. Written 
comments should be submitted by April 
12, 1982. 

Carol D. Shull, 
Acting Keeper of the National Register. 


CALIFORNIA 


Humboldt County 
Eureka, Bank of Eureka Building, 240 E St. 


Napa County 

Calistoga, Mount View Hotel, 1457 Lincoln 
Ave, 

Sonoma County 

Santa Rosa, Cnopius House, 726 College Ave. 


CONNECTICUT 


Hartford County 


Hartford, Fourth Congregational Church, 
Albany Ave. and Vine St. 

Hartford, Webster Memorial Building, 36 
Trumbull St. 

Manchester, Burnham, Edward L., Farm, 580 
Burnham St. 


Litchfield County 


Bethlehem, Bellamy, Joseph, House, N. Main 
and West Sts. 

New Milford, United Bank Building, 19-21 
Main St. . 


Middlesex County 

Middletown, U.S. Post Office, 291 Main St. 

Old Saybrook, Dudley, Jedidiah, House, 
Springbrook Rd. 

New London County 

Ledyard, Bill, Gurdon, Store, 15 Church Hill 
Rd 


Montville vicinity, Raymond-Bradford. 
Homestead, Raymond Hill Rd. 

New London, Huntington Street Baptist 
Church (First Universalist Meetinghouse) 
29 Huntington St. 

Old Lyme, Peck Tavern, 1 Sill Lane. 


New Haven County 


Madison, Murray, Jonathan, House, 73 
Scotland Rd. 


Wallingford, Parsons, Samuel, House, 180 S. 
Main St. 

Waterbury, Kendrick, John, House, 119 W. 
Main St. 

Wolcott, Southwest District School 
(Woodtick Schoolhouse) (Stone School) 155 
Nichols Rd. 

Tolland County 


Tolland, Cady, John, House, 484 Mile Hill Rd. 
1OWA 


Boone County 

Madrid, Cassel, Carl and Ulrika Dalander, 
House, 415 W. 2nd St. 

Cerro Gordo County 

Mason City, Kirk, The, 206 N. Federal Ave. 


Dubuque County 

Dubuque, Dredge William M. Black, 
Dubuque Ice Harbor 

Johnson County 

lowa City, Letovsky-Rohret House, 515 E. 
Davenport St. 

Linn County 

Marion, Mentzer, Joseph P., House, 2233 3rd 
Ave. 

Wright County 

Dows, Exchange Building, Ellsworth St. 


KANSAS 


Dickinson County 

Abilene, Old Belle Springs Creamery and 
Produce Building, Court and Cottage Sts. 

LOUISIANA 


Vermilion Parish 

Erath vicinity, LeBlanc House, N of Erath on 
LA 339 

MAINE 


Aroostook County 

Caribou, McElwain House, 2 Main St. 

Island Falls, Sewall, William, House, Main 
St. 

Cumberland County 

Gray, Pennell Institute, Lewiston Rd. 

Portland, North School, 248-264 Congress St. 

Hancock County - 

Dedham vicinity, Lucerne Inn, Bar Harbor Rd. 


Oxford County 

Fryeburg, Barrows-Steadman Homestead, 134 
Main St. 

Washington County 

Eastport, Eastport Historic District, Water St. 


MARYLAND 


Baltimore (independent city) 

Little Montgomery Street Historic District, 
W. Montgomery and Leadenhall Sts. 

Calvert County 

Wallville vicinity, Patterson’s Archeological 
District, Mackall Rd. 

MINNESOTA 


STEARNS COUNTY MUTIPLE RESOURCE 
AREA. This area includes: St. Cloud, Pan 


Town Residential District, 30th, 32nd and 
33rd Aves., N.; Cold Spring Brewers’ 
Houses Thematic Resources. Reference— 
see individual listings under Stearns; 
Ethnic Hamlet Churches: Stearns County 
Catholic Settlement Thematic Resources. 
Reference—see individual listings under 
Stearns County; Belgrade, Borgending, 
Christopher, House, Washburn Ave.; 
Collegeville, St. John’s Abbey and 
University, Off U.S. 52 (previously listed in 
the National Register 3-23-79) Fairhaven, 
Fairhaven Flour Mill, Off MN 55 on 
Clearwater River {also in Wright County) 
(previously listed in the National Register 
4-14-78); Freeport, Swany White Flour Mill 
and Miller’s House, Mary St.; Kimball, 
Kimball Prairie Village Hall, Main St. and 
Hazel; Rockville, Clark and McCormack 
Quarry and House, MN 23 and Pine St.; St. 
Anthony vicinity, Gogala, Anton, 
Farmstead, SR 39 and MN 238; St. Cloud, 
Bishop’s House-Chancery Office, 214 3rd 
Ave. S.; Clarke, Nehemiah P., House, 356 
3rd Ave., S.; Fifth Avenue Commercial 
Buildings, 14-30 5th Ave., S.; First National 
Bank, 501 St. Germain St.; Foley-Brower- 
Bohmer House, 385 3rd Ave., S. (previously 
listed in the National Register 5-5-78); 
Majerus, Michael, House, 404 9th Ave., S. 
(previously listed in the National Register 
5-5-78); St. Cloud Post Office/City Hall, 
314 St. Germain St. (previously listed in the 
National Register 6-7-76); St. Cloud Public 
Library, 124 5th Ave. S.; Stearns County 
Courthouse and Jail, 1st St. and 8th Ave., 
N.; St. Joseph, First State Bank, 23 
Minnesota St., W.; St. Benedict’s Convent 
and College, College Ave. and Minnesota 
St.; Sauk Centre, Lewis, Sinclair, Boyhood 
Home, 812 Sinclair Lewis Ave. (previously 
listed in the National Register 5-23-68) 

Cold Spring, Hermanutz, Eugene, House 
(Cold Spring Brewers’ Houses Thematic 
Resources) (Stearns County Multiple 
Resource Area) 302 N. Red River Ave. 

Cold Spring, Oster, John, House (Cold Spring 
Brewers’ Houses Thematic Resources) 
(Stearns County Multiple Resource Area) 
201 N. Red River Ave. 

Cold Spring, Peters, Ferdinand, House (Cold 
Spring Brewers’ Houses Thematic 
Resources) (Stearns County Multiple 
Resource Area) 214 N. Red River Ave. 

Holdingford vicinity, Church of the 
Immaculdte Conception (Ethnic Hamlet 
Churches: Stearns County Catholic 
Settlement Thematic Resources) (Siearns 
County Multiple Resource Area) SR9 

Holdingford vicinity, Church of the Sacred 
Heart (Ethnic Hamlet Churches: Stearns 
County Catholic Settlement Thematic 
Resources) (Stearns County Multiple 
Resource Area) Arban 


Koochiching County 


Island View vicinity, Gold Mine Sites 
Historic District, Dryweed Island, Rainy 
Lake (Boundary Increase) 

St. Augusta, St. Mary Help of Christians 
Church and Rectory (Ethnic Hamlet 
Churches: Stearns County Catholic 
Settlement Thematic Resources) (Stearns 
County Multiple Resource Area) SR7 





13054 


St. Cleud, Bensen, John N., House {Stearns 
County Multiple Resource Area) 402 6th 
Ave., S. (previously listed in the National 
Register 2-11-82) 

St. Joseph, Church of St. Joseph and Rectory 
(Ethnic Hamlet Churches: Stearns County 
Catholic Settlement Thematic Resources) 
(Stearns County Multiple Resource Area) 
Minnesota St. and College Ave. 

St. Stephen, Church of St. Stephen and 
Rectory (Ethnic Hamlet Churches: Stearns 
County Catholic Settlement Thematic 
Resources) {Stearns County Multiple 
Resource Area) SR 2 

Sauk Centre, Palmer House Hotel (Stearns 
County Multiple Resource Area) 500 
Sinclair Lewis Ave. (previously listed in 
the National Register 2-11-82) 


Missouri 


Atchinson County 
Tarkio, Walnut Inn, 224 Main St. 


Buchanan County 

Rushville vicinity, Fenton, Enoch Madison, 
House (Edward Jackson Fenton House) SE 
of Rushville 

St. Joseph, Richardson, John D., Dry Goods 
Company, 300 N. 3rd St. 


_ Calloway County 

Fulton, Westminster College Historic 
District, Off Westminster Ave. 

Cape Girardeau County 

Cape Girardeau, St. Vincent de Paul Catholic 
Church, 131 S. Main St. 

Cole County 

Jefferson City, Lincoln University Hilltop 
Campus Historic District, 820 Chestnut St. 

Daviess County 

Gallatin, Ray, A. Taylor, House, 212 W. Van 
Buren St. 

DeKalb County 


Stewartsville vicinity, Da/ton-Uphoff House, 
N of Stewartsville 

Weatherby vicinity, Riggs, Absolom, House, 
SR1 


Marion County 

Hannibal, Central Park Historic District, 
Roughly bounded by 4th, 7th, North and 
Lyon Sts. 


Moniteau County 


California, Old Barnhill Building, 301 N. High 
St. 

California, Old California City Hall and Fire 
Station, 101 N. High St. 


Morgan County 

Barnett vicinity, Ratcliff, Jesse, House, NE of 
Barnett 

St. Louis (independent city) 


Shaw Avenue Place, Roughly bounded by 
DeTonty St., S. Spring, Shaw and S. Grand 
Aves. 


St, Louis County 


Kirkwood, Grace Episcopal Church, Taylor 


and Argonne Sts. 
Kirkwood, Hoffman-Ward House, 142 W. 
Monroe Ave. 


Normandy; St. Vincent's Hospital, 7301 St. 
Charles Rock Rd. 

University City, McGarry House, 6965 
Pershing Ave. 

University City, Sutter-Meyer House, 6826 
Chamberlain Ct. 


NEW JERSEY 


Burlington County 

Medford Lakes, Log Cabin Lodge, Stokes and 
Tabernacle Rds. 

NEW MEXICO 


Grant County 


Silver City, Western New Mexico University 
Historic District, Western New Mexico 
University campus 


OHIO 


Lucas County 
Toledo, Central YMCA, 1110 Jefferson Ave. 


OKLAHOMA 


Bryan County 

Durant, Wilson, J. L., Building, 202 W. 
Evergreen St. 

Choctaw County 

Fort Towson, Wilson, Willie W., House, 
Cincinatti and Main Sts. 

Creek County 

Oilton, Hall, Phil, Building, 128 W. Main St. 

Oilton, Meacham Building, 102 E. Main St. 

Oilton vicinity, Markham School and 
Teacherage, SW of Oilton 

Garvin County 

Wynnewood, Moore-Settle-Grissom House, 
508 E. Cherokee St. 

Hughes County 

Holdenville, Dixon Livery Barn, 112 Creek St. 


Johnston County 

Tishomingo, Murray, “Alfaffa Bill”, House, 
Off OK 78 

Payne County 

Quay, Lawson Home (Root ot Hae Main St. 
and A Ave. 

Rogers County 

Claremore, Mason Hotel, W. Will Rogers 
Blvd. 

Wagoner County 

Wagoner, Strawn-Leonard-Carpenter House, 
804 E. Cherokee St. 

Woods County 

Alva, Branson Building, $31 Barnes St. 

Alva, Stine Building, 601 Barnes St. 

PENNSYLVANIA 


Berks County 

Reading, City Hall (Boys’ High School), 8th 
and Washington Sts. 

Reading, Hampden Firehouse, 1101 
Greenwich St. 

Reading, Reading Knitting Mills, 350 Elm St. 


Bucks County 


Buckingham vicinity, Forest Grove Historic 
District, Forest-Grove and Lower Mountain 
Rds. 
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TDW Langhorne, Tomlinson Huddleston 
House, 109 West Maple Ave. 

Clinton County 

Lock Haven, Memorial Park Site pagracd 


Erie County 


Erie, Koehler, Jackson, Eagle Brewery, 2131 
State St. 

Erie, Reed, Charles Manning, Mansion, 524 
Peach St. 

Erie, Warner Theater, 811 State St. 

Lycoming County 

Williamsport vicinity, Archeological Site 36 
Ly37 - 

Philadelphia County 

Philadelphia, Anglecot, The, Evergreen and 
Prospect Sts. 

Philadelphia, Belgravia Hotel (The Belgravia) 
1811 Chestnut St. 

= Bell, John c., House, 229 S. 22nd 


Philadelphia. House at 2000—2018 Delancey 
Street 
Wyoming County 


Factoryville, Keystone Academy, Keystone 
Junior College campus {also in 
Lackawanna County) 


TENNESSEE 


Bedford County 

Shelbyville, Frierson-Coble House, 404 N. 
Jefferson St. 

Shelbyville, Shelbyville Courthouse Square 
Historic District, Public Sq. 

Bradley County 

Cleveland, St. Luke's Episcopal Church, 
Ocoee and Central Sts., NW. 

Gibson County 

Trenton, Taylor, Col. Robert Z., House, 1008 
S. College St. 

Jefferson County 

Jefferson City vicinity, Zairvue, Andrew 
Johnson Hwy. 

VERMONT 


Chittenden County 


Burlington, Lakeside Development, Lakeside, 
Central, Conger, Wright and Harrison 
Aves. 


VIRGINIA 


Richmond {independent city) 

First National Bank Building, 825—827 E. 
Main St.. 

WASHINGTON 


Douglas County 

Douglas, Lutheran St. Paul's Kirche, Lake 
Ave. 

Ferry County 

Republic, Creaser Hotel, 702 8. Jefferson St. 


King County 


Seattle, Hyde, Samuel, House, 3726 E. 
Madison St. 





Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 59 / Friday, March 26, 1982 / Notices 


Pierce County 
Home, Home School, 6th and C Sts. 


Stevens County 

Kettle Falls vicinity, Desautel Building and 
L. W. Meyers Donation Ranch, E of Kettle 
Falls on U.S. 395 

Kettle Falls vicinity, Hudsons Bay Gristmill 
Site on Colville River, 1 mi. S of Kettle 
Falls on Greenwood Rd. 


Walla Walla County 


Walla Walla, Ludwigs, George, House, 125 
Newell St. 


WEST VIRGINIA 


Harrison County 

Clarksburg, Clarksburg Downtown Historic 
District, Roughly bounded by Elk Creek, 
7th and Main Sts. 


WISCONSIN 


Dane County 

Madison, Machinery Row, 601—627 
Williamson St. 

[FR Doc. 82-8176 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310-70-M 


National Register of Historic Places; 
Notification of Pending Nominations 


Nominations for the following 
properties being considered for listing in 
the National Register were received by 
the National Park Service before March 
19, 1982. Pursuant to section 60.13 of 36 
CFR Part 60 written comments 
concerning the significance of these 
properties under the National Register 
criteria for evaluation may be forwarded 
to the National Register, National Park 
Service, U.S. Department of the Interior, 
Washington, DC 20243. Written 
comments should be submitted by April 
12, 1982, 

Carol D. Shull, 


Acting Keeper of the National Register. 
MASSACHUSETTS 


Middlesex County 

CAMBRIDGE MULTIPLE RESOURCE 
AREA, (additions). This area includes: 
Cambridge, Hill, Aaron, House, 17 Brown 
St.; Mount Auburn Cemetery Reception 
House, 533 Mount Auburn St.; East 
Cambridge, Lechmere Point Corporation 
Houses 45—51 Gore St. 


WISCONSIN 


Winnebago County 


Eureka vicinity, Carpenter Site (47Wn246) NE 
of Eureka (incorrectly published in March 
9, 1982 Federal Register under 
TENNESSEE) 

[FR Doc. 82-8151 Filet 3-25-82; 6:45 am} 

BILLING CODE 4310-70-M 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


Motor Carriers; Permanent Authority 
Decisions; Decision-Notice 


Correction 


In FR Doc. 82-4076, published at page 
7016, on Wednesday, February 17, 1982, 
on page 7016, in the third column, in the 
first paragraph “MC 160007 (Sub-1)”, in 
the twelth line “Canada.” should be 
corrected to read “CA.” 


BILLING CODE 1505-01-M 


intent To Engage in Compensated 
Intercorporate Hauling Operations 


This is to provide notice as required 
by 49 U.S.C. 10524{b)(1) that the named 
corporations intend to provide or use 
compensated intercorporate hauling 
operations as authorized in 49 U.S.C. 
10524(b). (1) Parent corporation and 
address of principal office: Bird & Son, 
Inc., Washington Street, East Walpole, 
Massachusetts 02032. (2) Wholly-owned 
subsidiaries which will participate in the 
operations and state(s) of incorporation: 
(i) Bird Machine Company, Inc., 
Neponset Street, South Walpole, 
Massachusetts 02071. A Massachusetts 
corporation. (ii) Southwest Express, Inc., 
P.O. Box 14530, Phoenix, Arizona 85063. 
A Massachusetts corporation. (1) Parent 
corporation and address of principal 
office: BOMBARDIER, INC., 800 
Dorchester Blvd. W, Suite 1520, 
Montreal, Quebec H3B1X9. (2) Wholly- 
owned subsidiaries which will 
participate in the operation and address 
of their respective principal offices: (a) 
BOMBARDIER MLW INTERNATIONAL 
BV, East Main Street, Malone, NY 12953. 
(b) BOMBARDIER CORPORATION 
RECREATIONAL PRODUCTS 
DIVISION, East Main Street, Malone, 
NY 12953. (c) BOMBARDIER 
CORPORATION MASS TRANSIT 
DIVISION, Websterville Road, Wilson 
Industrial Park, Barre, VT 05641. (1) 
Parent corporation and address of 
principal office: The Cessna Aircraft 
Company, 5800 E. Pawnee, Wichita, 
Kansas 67201. (2) Wholly-owned 
subsidiary which will participate in the 
operations: United Hydraulics 
Corporation, an Illinois corporation. (1) 
Parent organization and principal 
address: Zondervan Corporation, 1415 
Lake Drive S.E., Grand Rapids, Michigan 
49506. (2) Wholly-owned subsidiaries 
which will participate in the operation 
and addresses of their respective 
principal offices: (i) Stamps Baxter, 201 
S. Tyler, Dallas, Texas 75208. (ii) Benson 
Company, 365 Great Circle Road, 
Nashville, Tenn. 37228. (iii) Alexandria 


House, Alexandria, Indiana. {iv) Tapley 
Rutter Company, 234 Moonachie Road, 
Moonachie, New Jersey 07074. 

Agatha L. Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

{FR Doc. 82-8094 Filed 3-25-82: 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


\ 
Motor Carrier Permanent Authority 
Decisions; Decision-Notice 

The following applications, filed on or 
after February 9, 1981, are governed by 
Special Rule of the Commission’s Rules 
of Practice, see 49 CFR 1100.251. Special 
Rule 251 was published in the Federal 
Register of December 31, 1980, at 45 FR 
86771. For compliance procedures, refer 
to the Federal Register issue of 
December 3, 1980, at 45 FR 80109. 

Persons wishing to oppose an 
application must follow the rules under 
49 CFR 1100.252. A copy of any 
application, including all supporting 
evidence, can be obtained from 
applicant's representative upon request 
and payment to applicant's 


_ representative of $10.00. 


Amendments to the request for 
authority are not allowed. Some of the 
applications may have been modified 
prior to publication to conform to the 
Commission's policy of simplifying 
grants of operating authority. 

Findings 

With the exception of those 
applications involving duly noted 
problems (e.g., unresolved common 
control, fitness, water carrier dual 
operations, or jurisdictional questions) 
we find, preliminarily, that each 
applicant has demonstrated a public 
need for the proposed operations and 
that it is fit, willing, and able to perform 
the service proposed, and to conform to 
the requirements of Title 49, Subtitle IV, 
United States Code, and the 
Commission's regulations. This 
presumption shall not be deemed to 
exist where the application is opposed. 
Except where noted, this decision is 
neither a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment nor a major 
regulatory action under the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act of 1975. 

In the absence of legally sufficient 
oppositon in the form of verified 
statements filed on or before 45 days 
from date of publication, (or, if the 
application later becomes unopposed) 
appropriate authorizing documents will 
be issued to applicants with regulated 
operations (except those with duly 
noted problems) and will remain in full 
effect only as long as the applicant 





maintains appropriate compliance. The 
unopposed applications involving new 
entrants will be subject to the issuance 
of an effective notice setting forth the 
compliance requirements which must be 
satisfied before the authority will be 
issued. Once this compliance is met, the 
authority will be issued. 

Within 60 days after publication an 
applicant may file a verified statement 
in rebuttal to any statement in 
opposition. ; 

To the extent that any of the authority 
granted may duplicate an applicant's 
other authority, the duplication shall be 
construed as conferring only a single 
operating right. 

Note. All applications are for authority to 
operate as a motor common carrier in 
interstate or foreign commerce over irregular 
routes, unless noted otherwise. Applications 
for motor contract carrier authority are those 
where service is for a named shipper “under 
contract.” 


Please direct status inquiries to the 
Ombudsman's Office, (202) 275-7326. 


Volume No. OP3-45 


Decided: March 18, 1982. 

By the Commission, Review Board No. 2, 
Members Carleton, Fisher, and Williams. 

MC 25565 (Sub-1), filed March 9, 1982. 
Applicant: WM. HAFER DRAYAGE 
CO., INC., East Sharon and Mosteller 
Roads, Cincinnati, OH 45241. 
Representative: Stephen D. Strauss, 2510 
. Carew Tower, Cincinnati, OH 45202; 
(513) 621-4607. Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, commodities in bulk, and 
household goods), between points in 
Hamilton, Clermont, Butler, Brown, 
Clinton, Warren, Preble, and 
Montgomery Counties, OH, Boone, 
Kenton, Campbell, Pendleton, Grant, 
Bracken and Mason Counties, KY, and 
Dearborn, Ohio, Switzerland, Franklin, 
Union, Ripley, and Wayne Counties, IN, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in NY, NJ, PA, DE, MD, WV, VA, 
NC, SC, GA, FL, OH, IN, MI, IL, WI, IA, 
TN, KY, AL, AR, MS, MO, MN, LA, TX, 
OK, and DC. 

MC 39414 (Sub-21), filed March 9, 
1982. Applicant: TYLER TRUCK LINES, 
INC., 2824 Judge Rd., RD No. 1, Oakfield, 
NY 14125. Representative: Raymond A. 
Richards, 35 Curtice Pk., Webster, NY 
14580; (716) 265-9510. Transporting 
general commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
the U.S. (except AK and HI), under 
continuing contract{s) with United 
States Gypsum Company, and its wholly 
owned subsidiaries, of Chicago, IL. 

MC 52574 (Sub-66}, filed March 8, 
1982. Applicant: ELIZABETH FREIGHT 


FORWARDING CORP., 120 S. 20th St., 
Irvington, NJ 07111. Representative: 
Edward F. Bowes, Seven Becker Farm 
Rd., P.O. Box Y, Roseland, NJ 07068; 
(201) 992-2200. Transporting 
transportation equipment, between 
points in the U.S. (except AK and HI), 
under continuing contract(s) with 
Chrysler Corporation, of Center Line, 
MI 


MC 99984 (Sub-3), filed February 8, 
1982, previously noticed in the Federal 


Register on February 24, 1982. Applicant: 


E. F. SEMAS TRUCKING, INC., 570 
Somerset Ave., Taunton, MA 02780. 
Representative: James F. Martin, Jr., 8 
W. Morse Rd., Bellingham, MA 02019, 
(617) 966-2093. Transporting (1) 
petroleum products, between points in 
Norfolk, Suffolk, Middlesex, Bristol, and 
Essex Counties, MA, Cumberland 
County, ME, Rockingham County, NH, 
Providence and Newport Counties, RI, 
Hartford and New Haven Counties, CT, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in MA, CT, NH, VT, RI, and ME, 
and (2) road building materials, 
between points in MA, RI, and NH. 
Condition: Issuance of a Certificate in 
this proceeding is subject to prior or 
coincidental cancellation of Certificate 
of Registration No. MC-99984 Sub 1, at 
applicant's written request. 

Note.—This republication corrects the 
territorial description and adds the condition. 
MC 111274 (Sub-83), filed March 10, 

1982. Applicant: SCHMIDGALL 
TRANSFER INC., P.O. Box 351, Morton, 
IL 61550. Representative: Frederick C. 
Schmidgall (same address as applicant) 
(309).266-9773. Transporting wood 
products, and Jawn and patio furniture, 
between points in the U.S. {except AK 
and HI), under continuing contract(s) 
with Jordan Mfg. Co., Inc., of Peoria, IL. 
MC 116645 (Sub-36), filed March 10, 
1982. Applicant: BULK 
TRANSPORTERS, INC., P.O. Box 127, 
Gilcrest, CO 80623. Representative: 
Leslie R. Kehl, 160 Lincoln St., Suite 
1600, Denver, CO 80264; (303) 861-4028. 
Transporting sugar (except in bulk), 
between points in CO, KS, NE, MT, and 
WY, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
Kansas City, MO, and points in CO, KS, 


‘ NE, MT, NM, OK, TX, UT, and WY. 


MC 121815 (Sub-5), filed March 9, 
1982. Applicant: ALL SOUTH MOTOR 
FREIGHT, P.O. Box 100893, Nashville, 
TN 37210. Representative: Henry E. 
Seaton, 1024 Pennsylvania Bldg., 425 
13th St., N.W., Washington, D.C. 20004; 
(202) 347-8862. Over regular routes, 
transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods, and commodities in 
bulk), (1) between Chattanooga, TN and 
Manteo, NC, over U.S. Hwy 64, and (2) 
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between Chattanooga, TN and 
Wilmington, NC, over U.S. Hwy 76, 
serving all intermediate points in NC 
and SC. 

MC 133604 (Sub-18), filed March 8, ~ 
1982. Applicant: LYNN 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, INC., 
712 S. 11th St., Oskaloosa, IA 52577. 
Representative: Kenneth F. Dudley, P.O. 
Box 279, Ottumwa, IA 52501; (515) 682- 
8154. Transporting food and related 
products, between the facilities of 
Monfort of Colorado, Inc., in the U.S. 
(except AK and HI), on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in the U.S. 
(except CT, DE, ME, MD, MA, NH, NJ, 
NY, PA, RI, VT, AK, HI, and DC). 

MC 136285 (Sub-43), filed March 9, 
1982. Applicant: SOUTHERN 
INTERMODAL LOGISTICS, INC., P.O. 
Box 1375, Thomasville, GA 31792. 
Representative: William P. Jackson, Jr., 
P.O. Box 1240, Arlington, VA 22210; (703) 
525-4050. Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives and household goods), 
between points in AL, AR, DE, FL, GA, 
IL, IN, KY, LA, MD, MI, MS, MO, OH, 
OK, PA, NC, NY, NJ, SC, TN, TX, WV, 
VA, and DC. 

MC 139615 (Sub-40), filed March 8, 
1982. Applicant: D.R.S. TRANSPORT, 
INC., P.O. Box 29, Oskaloosa, IA 52577. 
Representative: Larry D. Knox, 600 
Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, IA 50309; . 
(515) 244-2329. Transporting Jumber and 
wood products, between the facilities of 
Indiana Wood Preserving, Inc., at points 
in the U.S. (except AK and HI), on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
the U.S. (except AK and Hi). 

MC 139985 (Sub-2), filed’March 9, 
1982. Applicant: BROTHERS TRUCK 
RENTALS, INC., 264 Illinois Ave., 
Paterson, NJ 07507. Representative: 
Peter Gregory Lordi, Jr., 4 Richard Court, 
Butler, NJ 07405; (201) 429-8050. 
Transporting (1) rubber and plastic 
products, and (2) building and 
construction materials (except in bulk in 
tank vehicles), between points in the 
U.S. (except AK and HI), under 
continuing contracts(s) with Dynamit 
Nobel of America, Inc., of Northvale, NJ. 

MC 142455 (Sub-8), filed March 11, 
1982.Applicant: RED LINE TRANSPORT 
CORP., 53 East Thomas Ave., Baltimore, 
MD 21225. Representative: Chester A. 
Zyblut, 366 Executive Bldg., 1030 
Fifteenth St., N.W., Washington, DC 
20005; (202) 296-3555. Transporting 
metal products, between Baltimore, MD, 
and Camden, NJ, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, those points in the U.S. in 
and east of MN, IA MO, AR, and LA. 

MC 143144 (Sub-4), filed March 8, 
1982. Applicant: LUDTKE PACIFIC 
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TRUCKING, INC., 1507 E. Illinois St., 
Bellingham, WA 98226. Representative: 
George R. LaBissoniere, 15 S. Grady 
Way, Suite 233, Renton, WA 98055; (206) 
228-3807. Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
CA, NV, OR, AZ, ID, WA, CO and UT, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in WA. 

MC143635 (Sub-1), filed March 3, 1982. 
Applicant: VETZEL MOVING & 
STORAGE, INC., 5111 Letourneau Circle 
Tampa, FL 33610. Representative: David 
Earl Tinker, 1000 Connecticut Ave., 
NW., Suite 1112, Washington, DC 20036- 
5391; (202) 887-5868. Transporting 
household goods and furniture and 
fixtures, between points in the U.S. 
(except AK and HI). 

MC 147494 (Sub-11), filed March 5, 
1982. Applicant: BOBBY KITCHENS, 
INC., P.O. Drawer 5690, Jackson, MS 
39208. Representative: Fred W. Johnson, 
Jr. P.O. Box 1291, Jackson, MS 39205; 
(601) 355-3543. Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, commodities in bulk, and 
household goods), between points in the 
U.S. (except AK and HI), under 
continuing contract(s) with J.R. Simplot 
Company, of Boise, ID. 

MC 147965 (Sub-7), filed March 12, 
1982. Applicant: GUNTHER H. M. 
KLIESE, d.b.a. P & M ENTERPRISES, 
10650 S W Wilsonville Rd., Wilsonville, 
OR 97070. Representative: Lawrence V. 
Smart, Jr., 419 N W 23rd Ave., Portland, 
OR 97210; (503) 226-3755. Transporting 
food and related products, between 
points in PA, on the one hand, and, on 
the other points in OR, WA and CA. 

MC 149595 (Sub-1), filed March 10, 
1982. Applicant: G & W CARTAGE, 
INC., 404 Washington St., Chardon, OH 
44024. Representative: David A. Turano, 
100 E. Broad St., Columbus, OH 43215; 
(614) 228-1541. Transporting (1) general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
Cuyahoga, Lake, Summit and Geauga 
Counties, OH, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in OH, (2) food and 
related products and (3) chemical and 
related products, between points in 
Geauga County, OH, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in OH. 
Condition: Issuance of a Certificate in 
this proceeding is subject to prior or 
coincidental cancellation of Certificate 
of Registration No. MC-5914 Sub 9, at 
applicant's written request. 

MC 152705 (Sub-2), filed March 8, 
1982. Applicant: ERNEST E. LATSHA, 
2285 North Seventh Street, Harrisburg, 
PA 17110. Representative: Herbert R. 


Nurick, P.O. Box 1166, Harrisburg, PA 
17108-1166; (717) 232-8000. Transporting 
fertilizer and fertilizer ingredients, 
between points in OH, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in PA. 

MC 152935 (Sub-6), filed March 10, 
1982. Applicant: HILL-ROM COMPANY, 
INC., Highway 46, Batesville, IN 47006. 
Representative: Steve A. Oldham (same 
address as applicant); (812) 934-7169. 
Transporting furniture, fixtures and 
metal products, between points in the 
U.S. (except AK and HI), under 
continuing contract(s) with Raymac 
Cabinet Company, Inc., of Richmond 
Hill, NY. 

MC 153604, filed March 11, 1982. 
Applicant: ATLANTIC COAST 
ENVIRONMENTAL, ENC., P.O. Box 114, 
Dover, DE 19901. Representative: 
Chester A. Zyblut, 366 Executive Bldg., 
1030 Fifteenth St., N.W., Washington, 
DC 20005; (202) 296-3555. Transporting 
industrial waste, between those points 
in the U.S. in and east of MN, IA, MO, 
AR, LA, and TX. 

MC 155915 (Sub-1), filed March 8, 
1982. Applicant: M. T. 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., P.O. Box 
636, Goldenrod, FL 32733. 
Representative: Gerald D. Colvin, Jr., 603 
Frank Nelson Building, Birmingham, AL; 
(205) 251-2881. Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
the U.S. (except-AK and HI), under 
continuing contract(s) with American 
Cool Air Corporation, of Jacksonville, 
FL 


MC 158295 (Sub-1), filed March 8, 
1982. Applicant: CHEYENNE 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 4094 
Summerhill Road, Texarkana, TX 75503. 
Representative: William J. Gambucci, 
525.Lumber Exchange Bldg., 
Minneapolis, MN 55402; (612) 340-0808. 
Transporting clay, concrete, glass or 
stone products, between Minneapolis, 
MN, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
Toledo, OH, and points in Fairfield 
County, OH. 

MC 160895, filed March 8, 1982. 
Applicant: GARY WRIGHT, d.b.a. G.W. 
TRANSIT, 2601—18th Ave., Menominee, 
MI 49858. Representative: Robert J. Gill, 
First Commercial Bank Bldg., 410 Cortex 
Rd. West. Bradenton, FL 33507; (813) 
758-4153. Transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in or used by 
scrap paper dealers and paper mills, 
between points in Menominee County, 
MI, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in IL, IN, MI, OH, and WI. 

MC 160904, filed March 8, 1982. 
Applicant: L & O ACRES TRANSPORT, 
INC., Box 57A, RR #1, Westport, SD 
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57481. Representative: Leonard E. Odde 
(same address as applicant); (605) 226- 
0732. Transporting such commodities as 
are dealt in or used by manufacturers of 
agricultural and industrial equipment, 
between points in the U.S. (including AK 
and excluding HI), under continuing 
contract(s) with Steiger Tractor, Inc., of 
Fargo, ND. 


MC 160915, filed March 8, 1982. 
Applicant: CHARLES W. MACY, 
STANLEY STEIN, AND JOHN MACY, 
d.b.a. MSM TRUCKING COMPANY, 922 
N.W. Donelson, Hillsboro, OR 97123. 
Representative: Charles W. Macy (same 
address as applicant); (503) 648-2853. 
Transporting beer and wine, between 
points in WA and CA, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in OR. 


MC 160955, filed March 10, 1982. 
Applicant: PET POULTRY PRODUCTS, 
INC., Market St., P.O. Box 128, 
Bridgeville, DE 19937. Representative: 
Raymond A. Thistle, Jr., Five Cottman 
Ct., Homestead Rd. & Cottman St., 
Jenkintown, PA 19046; (215) 576-0131. 
Transporting food and related products, 
between points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI), under continuing contract{(s) 
with The Quaker Oats Company, of 
Chicago, IL. 


MC 160965, filed March 11, 1982. 
Applicant: WEST FLORIDA COACH 
LINES, INC., 3925 E. Hillsborough Ave., 
Tampa, FL 33610. Representative: 
Andrew D. Turner (same address as 
applicant); (813) 238-2837. Transporting 
passengers and their baggage, by motor 
vehicle, in special and charter 
operations, between points in the U.S. 
(except AK and HI). 


MC 160994, filed March 12, 1982. 
Applicant: MARSHALL FINCH, d.b.a. 
SKIPPY’S DISTRIBUTING CO., 1018 4th 
St., Santa Monica, CA 90403. 
Representative: Earl N. Miles, 3704 
Candlewood Dr., Bakersfield, CA 93306; 
(805) 872-1106. Transporting food and 
related products, between points in the 
U.S. (except AK and HI), under ; 
continuing contract(s) with Dairy Fresh 
Products Company, of Los Angeles, CA 


MC 160995, filed March 12, 1982. 
Applicant: CLARK KENT EXPRESS, 
INC., 1161 Paterson Plank Rd., Secaucus, 
NJ 07094. Representative: Michael R. 
Werner, 241 Cedar Lane, Teaneck, NJ 
07666; (201) 836-1144. Transporting 
books and printed material, between 
points in NJ, NY, PA, and CT. 


Volume No. OP4-101 


Decided: March 19, 1982. 

By the Commission, Review Board No. 2, 
Members Carleton, Fisher, and Williams. 
(Member Carleton not participating.) 





MC 116227 {Sub-25), filed March 15, 
1982. Applicant: POLMAN TRANSFER, 
INC., Rt. 3, Box 470, Wadena, MN 56482. 
Representative: Robert P. Sack, P.O. Box 
6010, W St. Paul, MN 55118; (612) 457- 
6889. Transporting food and related 
products, between points in Adams 
County, WA, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI). 

MC 151567 {Sub-2), filed March 15, 
1982. Applicant: VAN ECK & LOSITO 
TRUCKING, INC., 110 Ridge Place, 
Wayne, NJ 07470. Representative: 
Harold L. Reckson, 33-28 Halsey Rd., 
Fair Lawn, NJ 07410; (201) 791-2270. 
Transporting food and related products, 
between points in the U.S. {except AK 
and HI), under continuing contract(s) 
with Omni Continental, Inc. of Carlstadt, 
NJ, its subsidiaries and affiliates. 


MC 159857, filed March 11, 1982. 
Applicant: J&L TRUCK LEASING, INC., 
3621 State Rt. 14, Edinburgh, OH 44272. 
Representative: Jack L. Schiller, 123-60 
83rd Ave., Kew Gardens, NY 11415. 
Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B, household 
goods and commodities in bulk), 
between points in OH, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in AL, AR, AZ, 
CA, CO, CT, DE, FL, GA, IA, IL, IN, KS, 
KY, LA, MA, MD, MI, ME, MN, MO, MS, 
NC, NE, NH, Nj, NM, NV, NY, OH, OK, 
PA, RIL, SC, TN, TX, UT, VA, VT, WI, 
WV, WY, and DC. 

MC 160846, filed March 5, 1982. 
Applicant: O.C.T.S., 805 E. Lincoln, P.O. 
Box 8005, Anaheim, CA 92802. 
Representative: Dennis L. Woods (same 
address as applicant) (714) 956-8893. 
Transporting (1) non-alcoholic beverage 
mix, between points in the U.S. (except 
AK and HI), under continuing 
contract(s) with Murphy and Murphy, of 
Placentia, CA; (2) canned foodstuffs, 
between points in the U.S. (except AK 
and Hi}, under continuing contract{s) 
with Le Gout Foods Div. Fearn 
International, of Hawthorne, CA; (3) 
wood and metal fasteners, between — 
points in the US. {except AK and HI), 
under continuing contract(s) with 
Truswal-West, of Anaheim, CA; (4) flat 
glass, between points in the U.S. {except 
AK and HI), under continuing 
contract(s) with Armour World Wide 
Glass, of Santa Fe Springs, CA; and (5) 
file folders, between points in the US. 
(except AK and HI), under continuing 
contract(s) with Esselte Pendaflex Corp., 
of Buena Park, CA. 

MC 160988, filed March 12, 1982. 
Applicant: P.M.A. TRANSPORT, INC., 
24 Grove St., Hackensack, NJ'07606. 
Representative: Jack L. Schiller, 123-60 
83rd Ave., Kew Gardens, NY 11415 (212) 
263-2078. Transporting general 


commodities {except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods and 
commodities in bulk), between New 
York, NY, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in CT, DE, MA, MD, NJ, 
NY, OH, PA, RI, and DC. 

MC 161007, filed March 15, 1982. 
Applicant: SUPERIOR TOWING 2339% 
23rd Ave., Greeley, CO 80631. 
Representative: Manuel Andrade, Jr., 
770 Grant St., Suite 244, Denver, CO 
80203 (303) 861-4273. Transporting 
disabled or wrecked motor vehicles and 
trailers, between points in AZ, CO, IA, 
ID, KS, MO, MT, NE, OK, NM, ND, OR, 
SD, TX, UT, and WY. 


MC 161017, filed March 15, 1982. 
Applicant: GREENEVILLE TOURS, 
Route 5, Box 300, Greeneville, TN 37743. 
Representative: Ruth H. Renner (Same 
address as applicant); (516) 638-5971. To 
engage in operations, in interstate or 
foreign commerce, as a broker, at 
Greeneville, TN, in arranging for the 
transportation, by motor vehicle, of 
passengers and their baggage, between 
points in Greene County, TN, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in the 
U.S., including AK and HL 
Agatha L. Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 82-8095 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


[Docket No. AB-6 (Sub-No. 105)] 


Rail Carriers; Burlington Northern 
Railroad Co.; Abandonment in Holt and 
Atchison Counties, Mo.; Findings 


The Commission has issued a 
certificate authorizing Burlington 
Northern Railroad Company to abandon 
its line between Corning {milepost 0.00) 
and Tarkio {milepost 15.5) MO, a 
distance of 15.5 miles in Holt and 
Atchison Counties, MO. The 
abandonment certificate will become 
effective 30 days after this publication 
unless the Commission also finds that: 
(1) a financially responsible person has 
offered assistance (through subsidy or 
purchase) to enable the rail service to be 
continued; and {2) it is likely that the 
assistance would fully compensate the 
railroad. 

Any financial assistance offer must be 
filed with the Commission and served 
concurrently on the applicant, with 
copies to Mr: Louis Gitomer, Room 5417, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, DC 20423, not later than 10 
days from publication of this Notice. 
Any offer previously made must be 
remade within this 10-day period. 

information and procedures regarding 
financial assistance for continued rail 
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service are contained in 49 U.S.C. 10905 
and 49 CFR 1121.38. 

Agatha L. Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 82-8100 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45.am] 

BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


[Finance Docket No. 29855] 


Rail Carriers; Burlington Northern 
Railroad Co.; Abandonment Between 
Monticello and Clearwater, Minn. 


AGENCY: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 


ACTION: Notice of Exemption. 


SUMMARY: Under 49 U.S.C. 10505, the 
Interstate Commerce Commission 
exempts the abandonment by Burlington 
Northern Railroad Company of 11.60 
miles of rail line in Wright County, MN, 
from the requirements of prior approval 
under 49 U.S.C. 10903. 

DATES: Exemption effective April 26, 

1982. Petitions for reconsideration must 

be filed by April 15, 1982, and petitions 

for stay must be filed by April 5, 1982. 

ADDRESSES: Send pleadings to: 

Section of Finance, Room 5414, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 12 
& Constitution Ave., NW, Washington, 
D.C. 20423. 

Petitioner's Representative: Thomas A. 
Ehlinger, Burlington Northern Railroad 
Company, 176 East Fifth Street, St. 
Paul, MN 55101, (612) 298-2772. 
Pleadings should refer to F.D. No. 

29855. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Louis E. Gitomer, {202} 275-7245. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Additional information is contained in 

the Commision’s decision. For a copy of 

the full decision, write to the Interstate 

Commerce Commission, Room 2227, 

Washington, DC 20423, or call toll free 

800-424-5403. 

By the Commission, Chairman Taylor, Vice 
Chairman Gilliam, Commissioners Gresham, 
Clapp, and Sterrett. — 

Decided: March 18, 1982. 

Agatha L. Mergenovich, 

Secretary. : 

[FR Doc. 82-8099 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


[Finance Docket No. 29868] 


in West Duluth, Minn. 


AGENCY: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 


ACTION: Notice of Exemption. 
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SUMMARY: The Commission exempts 
from the requirements for prior approval 
under 49 U.S.C. 10903 and 10904 the 
proposed abandonment of a line of rail 
in West Duluth, MN, a distance of 1.22 
miles. 
DATES: Exemption effective on April 26, 
1982. Petitions to stay the effective date 
must be filed by April 5, 1982 and 
petitions for reconsideration must be 
filed by April 15, 1982. 
ADDRESSES: Send pleadings to:- 
Section of Finance, Room 5414, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 
12th and Constitution Ave., N.W., 
Washington, DC 20423. 
Petitioner's representative: Thomas A. 
Ehlinger, Attorney, 176 East Fifth 
Street, St. Paul, MN 55101. 


Pleadings should refer to Finance 
Docket No. 29868. 

Copies of the full decision are 
available from Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Room 2227, 12th & 
Constitution Ave., N.W., Washington, 
DC 20423 or by calling toll-free (800) 
424-5403. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Louis E. Gitomer, (202) 275-7245. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: For 
further information, see the decision - 
served concurrently in F.D. 29868. 


Agatha L. Mergenovich, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-8098 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


[Docket No. AB-167 (Sub-No. 21N] 


Rail Carriers; Conrail Abandonment 
Between Sunbury and Winfield, Pa.; 
Findings a 


Notice is hereby given pursuant to 
section 308(e) of the Regional Rail 
Reorganization Act of 1973 that the 
Commission, Review Board Number 3 
has issued a certificate authorizing the 
Consolidated Rail Corporation to 
abandon its rail line between Sunbury 
and Winfield in the Counties of 
Northumberland, Snyder and Union, PA, 
a total distance of 5.1 miles effective on 
December 16, 1981. 

The Commission has decided taht the 
net liquidation value of this line is 
$213,315. If, within 120 days from the 
date of this publication, Conrail receives 
a bona fide offer for the sale, for 75 
percent of the net liquidation value, of 
this line it shall sell such line and the 
Commission shall, unless the parties 
otherwise agree, establish an equitable 


division of joint rates for through routes 
over such lines. 

Agatha L. Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-6101 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


[Docket No. AB-167 (Sub-No. 27N)] 


Notice is hereby given pursuant to 
Section 308(e) of the Regional Rail 
Reorgnization Act of 1973 that the 
Commission, Review Board Number 3 
has issued a certificate authorizing the 
Consolidated Rail Corporation to 
abandon its rail line between No. 7 
Junction, Pittston and Wilkes Barre in 
the Counties of Luzerne and 
Lackawanna, PA, a total distance of 6.3 
miles effective on January 22, 1982. 

The Commission has decided that the 
net liquidation value of this line is 
$79,900. If within 120 days from the date 
of this publication, Conrail receives a 
bona fide offer for the sale, for 75 
percent of the net liquidation value, of 
this line it shall sell such line and the 


. Commission shall unless the parties 


otherwise agree, establish an equitable 
division of joint rates for through routes 
over such lines, 

Agatha L. Mergenovich 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-8102 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


[Ex Parte No. 387 (Sub-No. 103)] 


Rail Carrier; Consolidated Rail Corp. 
Exemption for Contract Tariff ICC-CR- 
0048 


AGENCY: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

ACTION: Notice of provisional 
exemption. 


SUMMARY: Petitioners are granted a 
provisional exemption under 49 U.S.C. 
10505 from the notice requirements of 49 
U.S.C. 10713(e). The contract tariff to be 
filed may become effective on one day’s 
notice. This exemption may be revoked 
if protests are filed within 15 days of 
publication in the Federal Register. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Donald J. Shaw, Jr., or 

Jane F. Mackall (202) 275-7656 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Consolidated Rail Corp. (CR) filed a 
petition on March 13, 1982, seeking an 
exemption under 49 U.S.C. 10505 from 
the statutory notice provisions of 49 
U.S.C. 10713(e). It requests that we 
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permit its contract tariff ICC~CR-0048 to 
become effective on one day’s notice. 
The tariff was filed to become effective 
on 30 days notice. 

Under 49 U.S.C. 10713(e), contracts 
must be filed on not less than 30 days’ 
notice. There is no provision for waiving 
this requirement. However, the 
Commission has granted relief under 
section 10505 exemption authority in 
exceptional situations. 

The facts surrounding the necessity of 
the contract concern the construction of 
the Texas Oil & Gas Pipe Line. The 
order for the pipeline was under 
negotiation between the shipper and the 
pipeline company for many months. The 
shipper was suddenly awarded the 
contract on February 26, 1982, and until 
that date the amount of tonnage and the 
exact destination were unknown. 
Shipper and receiver insist that the 
movements must commence by March 
24, 1982 to meet construction 
requirements. Because the contract 
contains volume requirements, it is 
imperative that all transportation comes 
within the contract. We find this to be 
the type of exceptional circumstance 
which warrants a provisional 
exemption. 

CR’s contract tariff may become 
effective on one day’s notice. We will 
apply the following conditions which 
have been imposed in similar exemption 
proceedings: 

If the Commission permits the contract to 
become effective on one day’s notice, this 
fact neither shall be construed to mean that 
this is a Commission approved contract for 
purposes of 49 U.S.C. 10713(g) nor shall it 
serve to deprive the Commission of 
jurisdiction to institute a proceeding on its 
own initiative or on complaint, to review this 
contract and to disapprove it. 


Subject to compliance with these 
conditions, under 49 U.S.C. 10505(a) we 
find that the 30 day notice requirement 
in these instances is not necessary to 
carry out the transportation policy of 49 
U.S.C. 10101a and is not needed to 
protect shippers from abuse of market 
power. Further, we will consider 
revoking this exemption under 49 U.S.C. 
10505(c) if protests are filed within 15 
days of publication in the Federal - 
Register. 


This action will not significantly affect 
the quality of the human environment or 
conservation of energy resources. 

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 10505. 

By the Commission, Division 1, 
Commissioners Clapp, Taylor, and Sterrett. 
Commissioner Clapp did not participate. 
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Dated: March 19, 1982. 
Agatha L. Mergenovich, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-8096 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


{Ex Parte No. 387 (Sub-No. 102)] 


Rail Carriers; Pittsburgh & Lake Erie 
Railroad, Exemption for Contract Tariff 
ICC-PLE-C-0001, Supp. 1 


AGENCY: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

ACTION: Notice of provisional 
exemption. 


SUMMARY: Petitioners are granted a 
provisional exemption under 49 U.S.C. 
10505 from the notice requirements of 49 
U.S.C. 10713(e).. The contract tariff to be 
filed may become effective on one day's 
notice. This exemption may be revoked 
if protests are filed within 15 days of 
publication in the Federal Register. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Donald J. Shaw, Jr., or 

Jane F. Mackall (202) 275-7656 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Pittsburgh and Lake Erie Railroad 
Company (PLE) filed a petition on 
March 9, 1982, seeking an exemption 
under 49 U.S.C. 10505 from the statutory 
notice provisions of 49 U.S.C. 10713(e), 
requesting its contract ICC-PLE-C-0001, 
Supp. 1, to become effective on one 
day’s notice. Under 49 U.S.C. 10713(e), 
contracts must be filed on not less than 
30 days’ notice. There is no provision for 
waiving this requirement. Cf. former 
section 10762(d)(1). However, the 
Commission has granted relief under our 
section 10505 exemption authority in 
exceptional situations. 

The supplement involves a rate 
reduction agreed to by participating 
carriers in order to meet lower motor 
competitive rates which threaten 
diversion of the traffic currently moving 
under this contract. It is critical that the 
contract supplement became effective as 
early as possible in order to give the 
shipper ample time to meet minimum 
annual volume requirements. We find 
this to be the exceptional circumstance 
which warrants a provisional 
exemption. 

PLE’s contract supplement may 
become effective on one day's notice. 
We will apply the following conditions 
which have been imposed in similar 
exemption proceedings: 

If the Commission permits the contract to 
become effective on one day's notice, this 
fact neither shall be construed to mean that 
this is a Commission approved contract for 
purposes of 49 U.S.C. 10713(g) nor shall it 
serve to deprive the Commission of 
jurisdiction to institute a proceeding on its 


own initiative or on complaint, to review this 
contract and to disapprove it. 


Subject to compliance with these 
conditions, under 49 U.S.C. 10505(a) we 
find that the 30 day notice requirement 
in these instances is not necessary to 
carry out the transportation policy of 49 
U.S.C. 10101a and is not needed to 
protect shippers from abuse of market 
power. Further, we will consider 
revoking this exemption under 49 U.S.C. 
10505(c) if protests are filed within 15 
days of publication in the Federal 
Register. ‘ 

This action will not significantly affect 
the quality of the human environment or 
conservation of energy resources. 


Authority: 49 U.S.C. 10505. 

By the Commission, Division 2, 
Commissioners Gresham, Gilliam and Taylor. 
Commissioner Taylor is assigned to this 
Division for the purpose of resolving tie 
votes. Since there was no tie in this matter, 
Commissioner Taylor did not participate. 

Dated: March 19, 1982. 

Agatha L. Mergenovich, 


" Secretary. 


{FR Doc. 82-8097 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


Proposed Consent Decree in Action 
To Enjoin Discharge of Water 
Pollutants 


In accordance with Departmental 
Policy, 28 CFR 50.7, 38 FR 19020, notice 
is hereby given that a proposed consent 
decree in United States v. Wheeling 
Brake Block Manufacturing Company 
(S.D. Ohio, Civ. No. C2-79-841), has 
been lodged with the United States 
District Court for the Southern District 
of Ohio (Eastern Division). The 
proposed consent decree requires 
Wheeling Brake Block Manufacturing 
Company to abate its asbestos 
emissions into the ambient air as 
required by the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. 
7401 et seg. 

The Department of Justice will receive 
on or before April 26, 1982 written 
comments relating to the proposed 
consent decree. Comments should be 
addressed to the Assistant Attorney 
General, Land and Natural Resources 
Division, Department of Justice, 
Washington, D.C. 20530, and should 
refer to United States v. Wheeling Brake 
Block Manufacturing Company, D.]. 
Reference 90-5-2-1-208. 

The proposed consent decree may be 
examined at the office of the United 
States Attorney, United States 
Courthouse (Room 200), 85 Marconi 
Boulevard, Columbus, Ohio 43215; at the 
Region V office of the Environmental 
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Protection Agency, 230 South Dearborn 
Street, Chicago, Illinois 60404; and at the 
Environmental Enforcement Section, 
Land and Natural Resources Division of 
the Department of Justice, Room 1517, 
Ninth Street and Pennsylvania Avenue, 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20530. A copy of 
the proposed consent decree may be 
obtained in person or by mail from the 
Environmental Enforcement Section, 
Land and Natural Resources Division of 
the Department of Justice. 

Carol E. Dinkins, 

Assistant Attorney General, Land and 
Natural Resources Division. 

[FR Doc. 82-8126 Filed 3-25-62; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4410-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
Mine Safety and Health Administration 
[Docket No. M-82-4-M] 


American Salt Co., Petition for 
Modification of Application of 
Mandatory Safety Standard 


American Salt Company, P.O. Box 
498, Lyons, Kansas 67554 has filed a 
petition to modify the application of 30 
CFR 49.5 and 49.6 (mine rescue station; 
equipment and location) to its American 
Salt Company Mine and Mill located in 
Rice County, Kansas. The petition is 
filed under Section 101(c) of the Federal 
Mine Safety and Health Act of 1977. 

A summary of the petitioner's 
statements follows: 

1. The petition concerns the 
requirement that mine rescue stations 
provide a centralized storage location 
for equipment and that such stations be 
equipped with one oxygen pump or a 
cascading system. 

2. Petitioner is a member of the 
Kansas Mine Rescue Association which 
is a cooperative arrangement among 
four companies. Each company has a 
mine rescue station at its mine, but 
petitioner proposes an alternative to the 
centralized location of equipment. 

3. Petitioner proposes that each 
company keep its team’s equipment at 
its own mine site. Petitioner will be 
responsible for its own equipment and 
its maintenance or replacement. 
Petitioner states that equipment 
assigned to individual team members 
normally has a better maintenance 
program than equipment that is shared. 
Advantages of this alternative are that 
the location of each team’s equipment at 
its own mine site: 

a. Would make it easier to inspect, 
test and spend the required two hours 
training under oxygen every two 
months; 
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b. Will keep five self-contained 
oxygen breathing apparatus and other 
rescue equipment available at each mine 
site at all times; and _ 

c. Will keep the equipment available 
for uses other than mine rescue, such as 
re-entry after an electrical malfunction 
producing smoke and causing 
evacuation, or as back-up units for the 
local fire department during community 
disasters. 

4. Within the Association there will be 
a total of twenty self-contained 
breathing apparatus available, as well 
as duplication of other mine rescue 
equipment. 

5. Petitioner is also seeking a 
modification pertaining to equipment for 
recharging oxygen cylinders. In lieu of 
an oxygen pump or cascading system to 
recharge the breathing apparatus, 
petitioner states that at least two 
companies who supply oxygen can 
reach the disaster scene before the 
initial supply of oxygen can be 
exhausted. The Association will also 
have twenty breathing apparatus at its 
disposal so immediate recharging of any 
single unit is not extremely critical and 
the MSHA rescue team will have a 
portable oxygen pump. 

6. For these reasons, petitioner 
requests a modification of the standards. 


Request for Comments 


Persons interested in this petition may 
furnish written comments. These 
comments must be filed with the Office 
of Standards, Regulations and 

“Variances, Mine Safety and Health 
Administration, Room 627, 4015 Wilson 
Boulevard, Arlington, Virginia 22203. All 
comments must be postmarked or 
received in that office on or before April 
26, 1982. Copies of the petition are 
available for inspection at that address. 

Dated: March 16, 1982. 

Patricia W. Silvey, 

Acting Director, Office of Standards, 
Regulations and Variances. 

[FR Doc. 82-8181 Filed 3-25-82; 6:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 4510-43-M 


[Docket No. M-82-5-M] 


Carey Salt Co.; Petition for 
Modification of Application of 
Mandatory Safety Standard 


Carey Salt Company, 1800 Carey 
Boulevard, P.O. Box 1728, Hutchinson, 
Kansas 67501 has filed a petition to 
modify the application of 30 CFR 49.5 
and 49.6 (mine rescue station; equipment 
and location) to its Carey Salt Mine, 
located in Reno County, Kansas. The 
petition is filed under Section 101(c) of 


the Federal Mine Safety and Health Act 
of 1977. 

A summary of the petitioner's 
statements follows: 

1. The petition concerns the 
requirement that mine rescue stations 
provide a centralized storage location 
for equipment and that such stations be 
equipped with one oxygen pump or a 
cascading system. 

2. Petitioner is a member of the 
Kansas Mine Rescue Association which 
is a cooperative arrangement among 
four companies. Each company has a 
mine rescue station at its mine, but 
petitioner proposes an alternative to the 
centralized location of equipment. 

3. Petitioner proposes that each 
company keep its team’s equipment at 
its own mine site. Petitioner will be 
responsible for its own equipment and 
its maintenance or replacement. 
Petitioner states that equipment 
assigned to individual team members 
normally has a better maintenance 
program than equipment that is shared. 
Advantages of this alternative are that 
the location of each team’s equipment at 
its own mine site: 

a. Would make it easier to inspect, 
test and spend the required two hours 
training under oxygen every two 
months; 

b. Will keep five self-contained 
oxygen breathing apparatus and other 
rescue equipment available at each mine 
site at all times; and 

c. Will keep the equipment available 
for uses other than mine rescue, such as 
re-entry after an electrical malfunction 
producing smoke and causing 
evacuation, or as back-up units for the 
local fire department during community 
disasters. 

4. Within the Assocation there will be 
a total of twenty self-contained 
breathing apparatus available, as well 
as duplication of other mine rescue 
equipment. 

5. Petitioner is also seeking a 
modification pertaining to equipment for 
recharging oxygen cylinders. In lieu of 
an oxygen pump or cascading system to 
recharge the breathing apparatus, 
petitioner states that at least two 
companies who supply oxygen can 
reach the disaster scene before the 
initial supply of oxygen can be 
exhausted. The Association will also 
have twenty breathing apparatus at its 
disposal so immediate recharging of any 
single unit is not extremely critical and 
the MSHA rescue team will have a 
portable oxygen pump. 

6. For these reasons, petitioner 
requests a modification of the standards. 


Request for Comments 


Persons interested in this petition may 
furnish written comments. These 
comments must be filed with the Office 
of Standards, Regulations and 
Variances, Mine Safety and Health 
Administration, Room 627, 4015 Wilson 
Boulevard, Arlington, Virginia 22203. All 
comments must be postmarked or 
received in that office on or before April 
26, 1982. Copies of the petition are 
available for inspection at that address. 

Dated: March 16, 1982. 

Patricia W. Silvey, 

Acting Director, Office of Standards, 
Regulations and Variances. 

{FR Doc. 82-8180 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 amj 
BILLING CODE 4510-43-M 


[Docket No. M-82-21-C] 


Consolidation Coal Co.; Petition for 
Modification of Application of 
Mandatory Safety Standard 

Consolidation Coal Company, Consol 
Plaza, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15241 
has filed a petition to modify the 
application of 30 CFR 77.902 (low- and 
medium-voltage ground check monitor 
circuits) to its Georgetown Preparation 
Plant (1.D. No. 33-00958) located in 
Harrison County, Ohio. The petition is 
filed under section 101(c) of the Federal 
Mine Safety and Health Act of 1977. 

A summary of the petitioner's 
statement follows: 

1. Petitioner seeks a modification of 
the standard as it applies to space 
heaters. 

2. Space heaters are only used during 
cold weather in order to prevent various 
areas from freezing. When the plant is 
operating, the space heaters are 
removed to a storage area. 

3. Installation of stationary space 
heaters is not feasible. They cannot be 
mounted on the equipment. Thus, they 
would have to be connected to the 
equipment by a steel strap that would 
create a stumbling or tripping hazard. 

4. As an alternative method to a fail 
safe ground check circuit, petitioner 
proposed a redundant grounding system. 
The ground wire in the power cable 
would be maintained, and a second 
frame ground between the frame of the 
equipment and the closest grounded 
permanent metallic structure would be 
added. This ground wire would be 
limited to a maximum length of 6 feet 
and would be at least a 6 AWG to 
insure mechanical strength and good 
electrical conductivity. 

5. Petitioner states that this 
alternative would provide the same 
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protection for the miners affected as 
that afforded by the standard. 


Request for Comments 


Persons interested in this petition may 
furnish written comments. These 
comments must be filed with the Office 
of Standards, Regulations and 
Variances, Mine Safety and Health 
Administration, Room 627, 4015 Wilson 
Boulevard, Arlington, Virginia 22203. All 
comments must be postmarked or 
received in that office on or before April 
26, 1982. Copies of the petition are 
available for inspection at that address. 


Dated: March 16, 1982. 
Patricia W. Silvey, 
Acting Director, Office of Standards, 
Regulations and Variances. 
[FR Doc. 82-8184 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-43-M 


[Docket No. M-82-19-C] 


Consolidation Coal Co.; Petition for 
Modification of Application of 
Mandatory Safety Standard 


Consolidation Coal Company, Consol 
Plaza, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15241 
has filed a petition to modify the 
application of 30 CFR 75.1105 (housing 
of underground transformer stations, 
battery-charging stations, substations, 
compressor stations, shops, and 
permanent pumps) to its Shoemaker 
Mine (I.D. No. 46-01436) located in 
Marshall County, West Virginia. The 
petition is filed under section 101(c) of 
the Federal Mine Safety and Health Act 
of 1977. = 

A summary of the petitioner's 
statements follows: 

1. The petition concerns the 
requirement that air currents used to 
ventilate structures or areas enclosing 
electrical installations be coursed 
directly into the return. 

2. Several water-gathering pumps are 
located off the entry that goes through 
the abandoned Benwood Mine. 

3. The area of the mine in which the 
pumps are located was mined from the 
latter part of 1967 to June of 1969. The 
entry off which the pumps are located is 
part of the main haulage line through 
which coal, supplies, and equipment are 
transported and part of the work force 
travels. 

4. This area of the mine is and always 
has been extremely wet. The pumps 
operate continuously, and when they are 
broken down or off for some reason, 
water will rise over the track rails 
within a few hours. Permanent pump 
installations have been controlling the 
water since the area was mined. 

5. As an alternative method, petitioner 
proposes that: 


(a) The subject pumps will be totally 
enclosed in a fireproof housing. The 
doors on the enclosures will be 
fireproof; 

(b) An automatic fire suppression 
device that meets the applicable 
requirements of 30 CFR Part 75 will be 
installed in the pump house which will 
be activated by heat sensors; 

(c) Electrical circuits will be installed 
and maintained in compliance with the 
applicable requirements of 30 CFR Part 
75; and 

(d) No oil or combustible materials 
will be stored in the pump station. 

6. Petitioner states that the proposed , 
alternative method will at all times 
guarantee no less than the same 
measure of protection to all miners as 
that provided by the standard. 


Request for Comments 


Persons interested in this petition may 
furnish written comments. These 
comments must be filed with the Office 
of Standards, Regulations and 
Variances, Mine Safety and Health 
Administration, Room 627, 4015 Wilson 
Boulevard, Arlington, Virginia 22203. All 
comments must be postmarked or 
received in that office on or before April 
26, 1982. Copies of the petition are 
available for inspection at that address. 


Dated: March 16, 1982. 
Patricia W. Silvey, 
Acting Director, Office of Standards, 
Regulations and Variances. 
[FR Doc. 82-8182 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510-43-M 


[Docket No. M-82-7-M] 


independent Salt Co.; Petition for 
Modification of Application of 
Mandatory Safety Standard 


Independent Salt Company, Post 
Office Box 36, Kanopolis, Kansas 67454 
has filed a petition to modify the 
application of 30 CFR 49.5 and 49.6 
(mine rescue station; equipment and 
location) to its mine (I.D. No. 14-00411) 
located in Ellsworth County, Kansas. 
The petition is filed under section 101(c) 
of the Federal Mine Safety and Health 
Act of 1977. 

A summary of the petitioner's 
statements follows: 

1. The petition concerns the 
requirement that mine rescue stations 
provide a centralized storage location 
for equipment and that such stations be 
equipped with one oxygen pump or a 
cascading system. 

2. Petitioner is a member of the 
Kansas Mine Rescue Association which 
is a cooperative arrangement among 
four companies. Each company has a 
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mine rescue station at its mine, but 
petitioner proposes an alternative to the 
centralized location of equipment. 

3. Petitioner proposes that each 
company keep its team’s equipment at 
its own mine site. Petitioner will be 
responsible for its own equipment and 
its maintenance or replacement. 
Petitioner states that equipment 
assigned to individual team members 
normally has a better maintenance 
program than equipment that is shared. 
Advantages of this alternative are that 
the location of each team’s equipment at 
its own mine site: 

a. Would make it easier to inspect, 
test and spend the required two hours 
training under oxygen every two 
months; 

b. Will keep five self-contained 
oxygen breathing apparatus and other 
rescue equipment available at each mine 
site at all times; and 

c. Will keeep the equipment available 
for uses other than mine rescue, such as 
re-entry after an electrical malfunction 
producing smoke and causing 
evacuation, or as back-up units for the 
local fire department during community 
disasters. - 

4, Within the Association there will be 
a total of twenty self-contained 
breathing apparatus available, as well 
as duplication of other mine rescue 
equipment. 

5. Petitioner is also seeking a 
modificaiton pertaining to equipment for 
recharging oxygen cylinders. In lieu of 
an oxygen pump or cascading system to 
recharge the breathing apparatus, 


-petitioner states that at least two 


companies who supply oxygen can 
reach the disaster scene before the 
initial supply of oxygen can be 


‘exhausted. The Association will also 


have twenty breathing apparatus at its 
disposal so immediate recharging of any 
single unit is not extremely critical and 
the MSHA rescue team will have a 
portable oxygen pump. 

6. For these reasons, petitioner 
requests a modification of the standards. 


Request for Comments 


Persons interested in this petition may 
furnish written comments. These 
comments must be filed with the Office 
of Standards, Regulations and 
Variances, Mine Safety and Health 
Administration, Room 627, 4015 Wilson 
Boulevard, Arlington, Virginia 22203. All 
comments must be postmarked or 
received in that office on or before April 
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26, 1982. Copies of the petition are 
available for inspection at that address. 
Patricia W. Silvey, 

Acting Director, Office of Standards, 
Regulations and Variances. 

Dated: March 16, 1982. 

[FR Doc. 82-8185 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4510-43-™ 


[Docket No. M-82-9-M] 


Texasguif Metals Co.; Petition for 
Modification of Application of 
Mandatory Safety Standard 


Texasgulf Metals Co., P.O. Box 191, 
Victor, Colorado 80860 has filed a 
petition to modify the application of 30 
CFR 57.443 (buildings; location and 
construction requirements) to its Ajax 
Mine (I.D. No. 05-02266) located in 
Teller County, Colorado. The petition is 
filed under section 101(c) of the Federal 
Mine Safety and Health Act of 1977. 

A summary of the petitioner’s 
statements follows: 

1. The petition concerns the 
requirement that buildings within 100 
feet of mine openings used for intake air 
and mine openings that are designated 
escapeways in exhaust air be 
constructed of fire-resistant materials. 

2. Petitioner states that the buildings 
in question at the mine are of cinder- 
block construction or coated with 
_ corrugated iron. The supports of the 
buildings are steel columns and trusses. 
The roof is covered with corrugated tin 
and the wooden lining on the roof of the 
main building is painted with-a-fire 
retardant paint that meets the 
requirements of 30 CFR 57.4-62. 

3. Petitioner states that the 
construction techniques outlined above 
provide the same degree of safety for 
the miners affected as that afforded by 
the standard, and for these reasons 
requests a modification of the standard. 


Request for Comments 


Persons interested in this petition may 
furnish written comments. These 
comments must be filed with the Office 
of Standards, Regulations and 
Variances, Mine Safety and Health 
Administration, Room 627, 4015 Wilson 
Boulevard, Arlington, Virginia 22203. All 
comments must be postmarked or 
received in that office on or before April 
26, 1982. Copies of the petition are 
available for inspection at that address. 


Dated: March 16, 1982. 
Patricia W. Silvey, 
Acting Director, Office of Standards, 
Regulations and Variances. 
[FR Doc. 82-6183 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BALLING CODE 4510-43-M 


[Docket No. M-82-11-C] 


Wyomac Coal Co.; Petition for 
Modification of Application of 
Mandatory Safety Standard 


Wyomac Coal Company, P.O. Drawer 
G, Welch, West Virginia 24801 has filed 
a petition to modify the application of 30 
CFR 75.305 (weekly examinations for 
hazardous conditions) to its Shannon 
Branch Mine (I.D. 46-01398) located in 
McDowell County, West Virginia. The 
petition is filed under section 101(c) of 
the Federal Mine Safety and Health Act 
of 1977. 

A summary of the petitioner's 
statements follows: 

1. The petition concerns the 
requirement that return air courses be 
examined in their entirety on a weekly 
basis. 

2. The area affected is hazardous for 
the miners to travel and examine due to 
bad roof and rib conditions for several 
thousand feet. 

3. As an alternative method, petitioner 
proposes that it perform weekly 
examination of bleeder entries and 
bleeder systems required by 30 CFR 
75.316-2 in lieu of the requirements of 30 
CFR 75.305. Petitioner states that this 
proposed alternative method will 
provide the same degree of safety for 
the miners affected as that afforded by 
the standard. 


Request for Comments 


Persons interested in this petition may 
furnish written comments. These 
comments must be filed with the Office 
of Standards, Regulations and 
Variances, Mine Safety and Health 
Administration, Room 627, 4015 Wilson 
Boulevard, Arlington, Virginia 22203. All 
comments must be postmarked or 
received in that office on or before April 
26, 1982. Copies of the petition are 
available for inspection at that address. 


Dated: March 16, 1982. 
Patricia W. Silvey, 


Acting Director, Office of Standards, 
Regulations and Variances. 


[FR Doc. 82-8179 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 4510-43-™ 


Pension and Welfare Benefit Programs 
[Application No. D-2974] 


Proposed Exemption for Certain 
Transactions Involving Pension Plans 
Participating in the Aico Standard 
Corporation Group Trust Fund, Valley 
Forge, Pennsylvania 


AGENCY: Pension and Welfare Benefit 
Programs, Labor. 
ACTION: Notice of proposed exemption. 


SUMMARY: This document contains a 
notice of pendency before the 
Department of Labor (the Department) 
of a proposed exemption from certain of 
the prohibited transaction restrictions of 
the Employee Retirement Income 
Security Act of 1974 (the Act) and the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1954 (the 
Code). The proposed exemption would 
exempt the acquisition and holding of 
certain excess qualifying employer 
securities by plans participating in the 
Alco Standard Corporation Group Trust 
Fund (the Fund) which plans acquired 
their interest in the Fund subsequent to 
December 30, 1975. The proposed 
exemption, if granted, would affect 
participants and beneficiaries of plans 
participating in the Fund, Alco Standard 
Corporation (Alco), and other persons 
participating in the transactions. 


DATES: Written comments and requests 
for a public hearing must be received by 
the Department on or before May 5, 
1982. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: If the exemption is 
granted, it will be effective December 
31, 1975. 


ADDRESS: All written comments and 
requests for a hearing (at least three 
copies) should be sent to the Office of 
Fiduciary Standards, Pension and 
Welfare Benefit Programs, Room C- 
4526, U.S. Department of Labor, 200 
Constitution Avenue, N.W., Washington, 
D.C. 20216, Attention: Application No. 
D-2974. The application for exemption 
and the comments received will be 
available for public inspection in the 
Public Documents Room of Pension and 
Welfare Benefit Programs, U.S. 
Department of Labor, Room N-4677, 200 
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20216. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Alan H. Levitas of the Department, 
telephone (202) 523-8884. (This is not a 
toll-free number.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Notice is 
hereby given of the pendency before the 
Department of an application for 
exemption from the restrictions of 
sections 406(a), 406 (b)(1) and (b)(2) and 
407(a) of the Act and from the sanctions 
resulting from the application of section 
4975 of the Code, by reason of section 
4975(c)(1) (A) through (E) of the Code. 
The proposed exemption was requested 
in an application file by legal counsel for 
the Fund, pursuant to section 408(a) of 
the Act and section 4975(c)(2) of the 
Code, and in accordance with 
procedures set forth in ERISA Procedure 
75—1 (40 FR 18471, April 28, 1975). 
Effective December 31, 1978, section 102 
of Reorganization Plan No. 4 of 1978 (43 
FR 47713, October 17, 1978) transferred 
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the authority of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to issue exemptions of the type 
requested to the Secretary of Labor. 
Therefore, this notice of pendency is 
issued solely by the Department. 


Summary of Facts and Representations 

The application contains 
representations with regard to the 
propesed exemption which are 
summarized below. Interested persons 
are referred to the application on file 
with the Department for the complete 
representations of the applicant. 

1. Alco, an Ohio corporation, sponsors 
the Fund in which the assets of 
approximately 160 pension plans (the 
Plans) invest. The Plans are maintained 
by Alco’s divisions and wholly-owned 
subsidiaries, covering approximately 
12,000 participants. The Fund is a 
collective investment vehicle 
established and maintained by Alco 
exclusively for the participating Plans in 
accordance with the rules set forth in 
Rev. Rul. 81-100, 1981-13 LR.B. 32. The 
Fund and each of the individual trusts 
under which the Plans are maintained 
are qualified under section 401(a) of the 
Code and exempt from tax under section 
501(a) of the Code. The trustees of the 
Fund are Tinkham Veale, III, O. Gordon 
Brewer, Jr. and Jay Phillips, all of whom 
are employees of Alco. The Fund's 
assets are held by First Pennsylvania 
Bank as custodian. 

2. The Fund holds 277,377 shares of 
Alco common stock (Alco Shares), 
which were acquired between October 
15, 1971 and August 30, 1974 at an 
aggregate cost of $2,693,343. The Fund 
has not acquired any additional Alco 
Shares since August 30, 1974. As of 
December 31, 1974, the total fair market 
value of the Alco Shares held by the 
Fund was $2,045,000, representing 12.8 
percent of the aggregate fair market 
value of the Fund's assets. As of 
October 30, 1981, the total fair market 
value of the Fund’s Alco Shares was 
$10,609,670, representing 13.3 percent of 
the aggregate fair market value of the 
Fund's assets. The sole reason for the 
growth in the fair market value of the 
Alco Shares held by the Fund from 
December 31, 1974 through October 30, 
1981 was the appreciation in the value 
of the shares held during that period. At 
all times during that period the value of 
the Fund's Alco Shares exceeded ten 
percent of the value of the Fund's total 
assets. No employer real property has 
been held by the Fund at any time. 

3. On behalf of the Fund and the Pians 
participating in the Fund on December 
30, 1975, Alco filed a timely election 
under Act section 407(c){3) to utilize the 
alternate method of calculating the 
value of employer securities set forth in 


Act section 407(c) for the purpose of 
meeting the limitations on the holding of 
qualifying employer securities imposed 
by Act section 407{a)(3).! However, 61 of 
the Plans {Post-74 Plans) acquired their 
interests in the Fund after December 30, 
1975. The applicant represents that the 
Fund as an entity meets the tests set 
forth in Act section 407{c). 

4. The acquisition of participation 
interests in the Fund by the Post-74 
Plans, however, could constitute a 
violation of section 407{a) of the Act, 
even though the Fund has not acquired 
any additional Alco shares subsequent 
to December 31, 1974, since the total 
percentage of Alco shares attributable 
to each Plan could exceed 10% of the 
Plan's assets. The applicant requests an 
exemption to allow the acquisition and 
holding of these excess qualifying 
employer securities by plans acquiring 
their interest in the Fund subsequent to 
December 30, 1975. 

5. The applicant states that the Fund 
has been designed to comply with both 
Federal law and the Alco corporate 
philosophy. The Fund was established 
for the purpose of centralizing the 
pension investment responsibilities for 
all Alco employees and of reducing the 
administrative burden of monitoring the 
performance of numerous trustees. the 
implementation of the Fund has resulted 
in a considerable saving in 
administrative time and expense. 

6. The Fund now contains in excess of 
$75 million and permits a plan 
maintained by a single Alco division or 
subsidiary to participate in a much 
broader diversification of investments 
than would otherwise be available to it. 
The Post-74 Plans and those that 
became participants at an earlier date 
all share in the underlying investments 
in the Fund in exactly the same 
equitable proportions so that the 
indirect interest of each Plan in each 
asset held by the Fund is exactly 
proportionate. 

Alco maintains its retirement program 
in the form described to the Department 
because Alco wishes to have each 
corporate profit center bear its precise 
costs of operation, including its costs 
with respect to retirement plan funding, 
while permitting each profit center to 
share in certain economies of scale with 
respect to the management of the 
pension fund assets. 


‘ Under Act section 407(a) a plan may not acquire 
or hold any qualifying employer securities if, after 
such transaction, more than ten percent of the 
assets of such plan are invested in qualifying 
employer securities. A violation of this rule 
constitutes a prohibited transaction under ERISA 
section 406({a)(1)(Z). The Alco Shares held by the 
Fund are represented to constitute qualifying 
employer securities. 
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7. In summary, the applicant 
represents that the transactions meet 
the statutory criteria for an exemption 
under section 408(a) of the Act because: 

(a) Plans which invest in the Fund are 
able to take advantage of broader 
diversification of investments; 

(b) Plans which invest in the Fund are 
able to take advantage of economies of 
scale; 

(c) the Fund as a whole has satisfied 
the requirements of Act section 407(a); 
and 

(d) no Alco Shares have been 
acquired by the Fund since the 
enactment of the Act. 


Notice to Interested Persons . 


Notice of the proposed exemption will 
be given to all participants participating 
in the Fund by posting the notice of 
pendency at all work sites in the places 
customarily used for labor relations 
matters. In addition, copies of the notice 
of pendency shall be mailed to all 
administrators of plans participating in 
the Fund. The notice will include a copy 
of the notice of pendency along with a 
statement advising interested persons of 
their right to comment and request a 
hearing within the time period set forth 
in the notice of pendency. Notice of the 
proposed exemption will be posted 
within 10 days of its publication in the 
Federal Register. 


General Information 


The attention of interested persons is 
directed to the following: 

(1) The fact that a transaction is the 
subject of an exemption under section 
408(a) of the Act and section 4975(c)(2) 
of the Code does not relieve a fiduciary 
or other party in interest or disqualified 
person from certain other provisions of 
the Act and the Code, including any 
prohibited transaction provisions to 
which the exemption does not apply and 
the general fiduciary responsibility 
provisions of section 404 of the Act, 
which among other things require a 
fiduciary to discharge his duties 
respecting the plan solely in the interest 
of the participants and beneficiaries of 
the plan and ia a pruduent fashion in 
accordance with section 404(a)(1)(B) of 
the Act; nor does it affect the 
requirement of section 401(a) of the 
Code that the plan must operate for the 
exclusive benefit of the employees of the 
employer maintaining the plan and their 
beneficiaries; 

(2) The proposed exemption, if 
granted, will not extend to transactions 
prohibited under section 406(b}{3) of the 
— and settion 4975(c)(1)(F) of the 
Code; 
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(3) Before an exemption may be 
granted under section 408(a) of the Act 
and section 4975(c)(2) of the Code, the 
Department must find that the 
exemption is administratively feasible, 
in the interests of the plan and of its 
participants and beneficiaries and 
protective of the rights of participants 
and beneficiaries of the plan; and 

(4) The proposed exemption, if 
granted, will be supplemental to, and 
not in derogation of, any other 
provisions of the Act and the Code, 
including statutory or administrative 
exemptions and transitional rules. 
Furthermore, the fact that a transaction 
is subject to an administrative or 
statutory exemption is not dispositive of 
whether the transaction is in fact a 
prohibited transaction. 


Written Comments and Hearing 
Requests 


All interested persons are invited to 
submit written comments or requests for 
a hearing on the pending exemption to 
the address above, withia the time 
period set forth above. All comments 
will be made a part of the record. 
Comments and requests for a hearing 
should state the reasons for the writer’s 
interest in the pending exemption. 
Comments received will be available for 
public inspection with the application 
for exemption at the address set forth 
above. 


Proposed Exemption 


Based on the facts and 
representations set forth in the 
application, the Department is 
considering granting the requested 
exemption under the authority of section 
408(a) of the Act and section 4975(c)(2) 
of the Code and in accordance with the 
procedures set forth in ERISA Procedure 
75-1 (40 FR 18471, April 28, 1975). If the 
exemption is granted, the restrictions of 
sections 406(a), 406 (b)(1) and (b)(2) and 
407(a) of the Act and the sanctions 
resulting from the application of section 
4975 of the Code, by reason of section 
4975(c)(1) (A) through (E) of the Code 
shall not apply to excess acquisition and 
holding of qualifying employer securities 
by a Plan if such excess results solely 
from the Plan's acquisition of an interest 
in the Fund subsequent to December 30, 
1975, provided (1) that the terms of the 
transactions are not less favorable to 
the Plans than those obtainable in arm's 
length transactions with unrelated 
parties at the time of consummation of 
each transaction; and (2) the Fund does 
not acquire any additional Alco Shares 
if such acquisition would cause the Fund 
to violate section 407(a) of the Act. 

The proposed exemption, if granted, 
will be subject to the express condition 


that the material facts and 

representations contained in the 

application are true and complete, and 

that the application accurately describes 

all material terms of the transactions 

which are the subject of the proposed 

exemption. 
Signed at Washington, D.C., this 19th day 

of March 1982, 

Alan D. Lebowitz, 

Assistant Administrator for Fiduciary 

Standards, Pension and Welfare Benefit 

Programs, Labor-Management Services 

Administration, Department of Labor. 

[FR Doc. 82-8190 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4510-29-M 


[Prohibited Transaction Exemption 82-32; 
Exemption Application No. D-2772] 


Exemption From the Prohibitions for 
Certain Transactions Invoiving 
Kennedy Associates, inc., Seattie, 
Washington 

AGENCY: Pension and Welfare Benefit 
Programs, Labor. 

action: Grant of individual exemption. 


SUMMARY: This exemption permits the 
investment of plan assets on behalf of 
employee benefit plans (the Plan/Plans), 
with respect to which Kennedy 
Associates, Inc. (Kennedy) is a 
fiduciary, by Kennedy in the Multi- 
Employer Property Trust (MPT) or the 
EBT Real Estate Fund (EBT) both of 
which receive investment advisory 
services from Kennedy Associates Real 
Estate Counsel, Inc. (KAREC), an 
affiliate of Kennedy. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Richard Small of the Office of 
Fidcuciary Standards, Pension and 
Welfare Benefit Programs, Room C- 
4526, U.S. Department of Labor, 200 
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20216, (202) 523-8881. (This is not a 
toll-free number.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
January 26, 1982, notice was published 
in the Federal Register (47 FR 3648) of 
the pendency before the Department of 
Labor (the Department) of a proposal to 
grant an exémption from the restrictions 
of section 406 of the Employee 
Retirement Income Security Act of 1974 
(the Act) and from the sanctions 
resulting from the application of section 
4975 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1954 (the Code) by reason of section 
4975(c)(1) of the Code, for the above 
described transactions. The notice set 
forth a summary of facts and 
representations contained in the 
application for exemption and referred 
interested persons to the application for 
a complete statement of the facts and 


representations. The application has 
been available for public inspection at 
the Department in Washington, D.C. The 
notice also invited interested persons to 
submit comments on the requested 
exemption to the Department. In 
addition the notice stated that any 
interested person might submit a written 
request that a public hearing be held 
relating to this exemption. The applicant 
has represented that it has satisfied the 
notification provisions as set forth in the 
notice of pendency. No public comments 
and no requests for a hearing were 
received by the Department. The notice 
of pendency was issued and the 
exemption is being granted solely by the 
Department because, effective 
December 31, 1978, section 102 of 
Reorganization Plan No. 4 of 1978 (43 FR 
47713, October 17, 1978) transferred the 
authority of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to issue exemptions of the type 
proposed to the Secretary of Labor. 


General information 


The attention of interested persons is 
directed to the following: 

(1) The fact that a transaction is the 
subject of an exemption granted under 
section 408(a) of the Act and section 
4975(c}(2) of the Code does not relieve a 
fiduciary or other party in interest or 
disqualified person with respect to a 
plan to which the exemption is 
applicable from certain other provisions 
of the Act and the Code. These 
provisions include any prohibited 
transaction provisions to which the 
exemption does not apply and the 
general fiduciary responsibility 
provisions of section 404 of the Act, 
which among other things require a 
fiduciary to discharge his or her duties 
respecting the plan solely in the interest 
of the participants and beneficiaries of 
the plan and in a prudent fashion in 
accordance with section 404(a)(1)(B) of 
the Act; nor does the fact the 
transaction is the subject of an 
exemption affect the requirement of 
section 401(a) of the Code that a plan 
must operate for the exclusive benefit of 
the employees of the employer 
maintaining the plan and their 
beneficiaries. 

(2) This exemption is supplemental to, 
and not in derogation of, any other 
provisions of the Act and the Code, 
including statutory or administrative 
exemptions and transitional rules. 
Furthermore, the fact that a transaction 
is subject to an administrative or 
statutory exemption or transitional rule 
is not dispositive of whether the 


» transaction is, in fact, a prohibited 


transaction. 
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Exemption 

In accordance with section 408(a) of 
the Act and section 4975(c)(2) of the 
Code and the procedures set forth in 
ERISA Procedure 75-1 (40 FR 18471, 
April 28, 1975), and based upon the 
entire record, the Department makes the 
following determinations: 

(a) The exemption is administratively 
feasible; 

(b) It is in the interest of the Plan/ 
Plans and of its participants and 
beneficiaries; and 

(c} It is protective of the rights of the 
participants and beneficiaries of the 
Pian/Plans. 

Accordingly the restrictions of section 
406 of the Act and the sanctions 
resulting from the application of section 
4975 of the Code, by reason of section 
4975{c}(1) of the Code shall not apply to 
the investment of Plan assets, with 
respect to which Kennedy is a fiduciary, 
by Kennedy in MPT or EBT, both of 
which receive investment advisory 
services by KAREC, provided that the 
terms and conditions of such 
investments are at least as favorable as 
those obtainable with an unrelated 
party in an arms length transaction. 

The availability of this exemption is 
subject to the express condition that the 
material facts and representations 
contained in the application are true and 
complete, and that the application 
accurately describe all material terms of 
the transaction to be consummated 
pursuant to this exemption. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 19th day 
of March, 1982. 

Alan D. Lebowitz, 

Assistant Administrator for Fiduciary 
Standards, Pension and Welfare Benefit 
Programs, Labor-Management Services 
Administration, Department of Labor. 
{PR Doc. 62-8191 Filed 2-25-82; 645 am| 

BILLING CODE 4510-29-M 


NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
ON OCEANS AND ATMOSPHERE 


Meeting 


March 23, 1982. 

Pursuant to Section 10{a}({2), of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act, 5 
U.S.C. App. (1976), as amended notice is 
hereby given that the National Advisory 
Committee on Oceans and Atmosphere 
(NACOA) will hold a meeting on April 
13, 14 and 15, 1982. The meeting will be 
held in Rooms 418 and B-100, Page 
Building 1, 2001 Wisconsin Avenue, 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

The Committee, consisting of 18 non- 
Federal members appointed by the 
President from academia, business and 
industry, public interest organizations 


and State and local government, was 
established by Congress by Pub. L. 95- 
63, on July 5, 1977. Its duties are to (1) 
undertake a continuing review, on a 
selective basis, of national ocean policy, 
coastal zone management, and the 
status of the marine and atmospheric 
science and service programs of the 
United States; (2) advise the Secretary 
of Commerce with respect to carrying 
out of the programs administered by the 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration; and (3) submit an 
annual report to the President and to the 
Congress setting forth an assessment, on 
a selective basis, of the status of the 
Nation’s marine and atmospheric 
activities, and submit such other reports 
as may from time to time be requested 
by the President or Congress. 

The tentative agenda is as follows: 


Tuesday, April 13, 1982 


9:00 a.m.—12:00 noon, Plenary 
9:00 a.m.-9:30 a.m., Announcements 
9:30 .a.m.—12;00 noon, Review 
Recommendations of Fisheries Panel 
12:00 noon-1:00 p.m., Lunch 
1:00 p.m.—4:30 p.m., Panel meetings 
¢ Environment and Regulations, Co- 
Chairman: Sylvia A. Earle, Michael 
R. Naess, (Room 418) 
Topic: Work session on NACOA 
Position, Clean Water Act, Section 
404 
© Weather Services Chairman: 
Warren M. Washington (Room B- 
100) 
Topic: Work session—Draft Report 
4:30 p.m., Recess 


Wednesday, April 14, 1982 


8:30 a.m.—11:30 a.m., Panel meeting 
¢ Coast Guard, Chairman: Michael 
Naess (Room 418) 
Topics: User Fee Legislation, Roles 
and Missions Study 
11:30 a.m.-12:15 p.m., Plenary 
¢ National Acid Rain Program 
Speaker: Dr. Chris Bernabo, Executive 
Director, Interagency Task Force on 
Acid Precipitation 
12:15 noon-1:15 p.m., Lunch 
1:15 p.m.-3:15 p.m., Plenary 
© Clean Water Act—Section 404 
© Weather Services Report 
¢ Acid Rain 
* Radioactive Wastes 
¢ Panel Re 
3:15 p.m., Adjourn Regular Meeting 
3:15 p.m., Panel Metting 
¢ Marine Minerals, Chairman: Burt 
Keenan, (Room 418) 
6:15 p.m., Recess panel meeting 


Thursday, April 15, 1982 


9:00 a.m.-3:00 p.m., Panel meeting 
continued 
¢ Marine Minerals, Chairman: Burt 
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Keenan (Room 418) 
3:00 p.m., Adjourn, 

Persons desiring to attend will be 
admitted to the extent seating is 
available. Persons wishing to make 
formal statements should notify the 
Chairman in advance of the meeting. 
The Chairman retains the prerogative to 
place limits on the duration or oral 
statements and discussions. Written 
statements may be submitted before or 
after each session. 

Aditional information concerning this 
meeting may be obtained through the 
Committee’s Executive Director, Steven 
N. Anastasion, whose mailing address 
is: National Advisory Committee on 
Oceans and Atmosphere, 3300 
Whitehaven Street, NW., Washington 
DC 20235. 


Dated: March 23, 1962, 
James A. Almazan, 
Staff Physical Scientist. 
{FR Doc.'62-8150 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am| 
BILLING CODE 3510-12-M 


NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 


Advisory Committee for Physiology, 
Cellular and Molecular Biology; 
Subcommittee on Biological : 
instrumentation; Meeting 


In accordance with the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act, as. amended, 
Pub. L. 92-463, the National Science 
Foundation announces the following 
meeting: 


Name: Subcommittee on Biological 
Instrumentation of the Advisory Committee 
for PCM. 

Date and Time: Saturday, April 17, 1982 from 
8:30 am to 5:00 pm. 

Place: New Orleans, LA. Marriott Hotel. 

Type of Meeting: Closed. 

Contact Person: Dr. R. W. Newburgh, Acting 
Program Director, Biological 
Instrumentation Program, Room 325 
National Science Foundation, Washington, 
DC 20550. Telephone (202) 357-7652-53. 

Purpose of Subcommittee: To provide advice 
and recommendations concerning support 
for research Instrumentation. 

Agenda: To review,and evaluate research 
proposals as part of the selection process 
for awards. 

Reason for Closing: The proposals being 
reviewed include information of a 
proprietary or confidential nature, 
including technical information; financial 
data, such as salaries; and personal 
information concerning individuals 
associated with the proposals. These 
matters are within exemptions (4) and (6) 
of 5 U.S.C. 552b(c), Government in the 
Sunshine Act. 

Authority To Close Meeting: This \ 
determination was made by the Committee 
Management Officer pursuant to provisions 

of Section 10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463. The 
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Committee Management Officer was 
delegated the authority to make such 
determinations by the Director, NSF, on 
July 6, 1979. 
Dated: March 23, 1982. 

M. Rebecca Winkler, 

Committee Management Coordinator. 

[FR Doc. 82-8131 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7555-01-M 


Advisory Council Meeting; Task Group 


In accordance with the Federal 
Advisory Council Act, Pub. L. 92-463, 
the National Science Foundation- 
announces the following meeting: 


Name: Task Group #20 of the NSF Advisory 
Council. 

Place: National Science Foundation, Rm. 543, 
1800 G Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 
20550. 

Date: Friday, April 16, 1982. 

Time: 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. 

Type of Meeting: Open. 

Contact Person: Dr. Joseph Danek, Staff 
Liaison for TG#20 of the NSF Advisory 
Council, National Science Foundation, Rm. 
416, 1800 G Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 
20550. Telephone: 202/357-7491. 

Purpose of Task Group: The purpose of the 
Task Group, composed of members of the 
NSF Advisory Council, is to provide the full 
Advisory Council with a mechanism to 
consider numerous issues of interest to the 
Council that have been assigned by the 
National Science Foundation. 

Summary Minutes: May be obtained from the 
contact person at above stated address. 
Agenda: The Task Group is asked to provide 

a clear and concise statement of the 
relationship of Foundation programs to 
DOD R&D activities, together with 
recommendations about how NSF can 
better coordinate its programs with those 
of the defense research agencies. 


Dated: March 23, 1982. 
M. Rebecca Winkler, 
Committee Management Coordinator. 
[FR Doc. 82-8129 Filed 3-25-82; &:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7555-01-M 


Subpanel on Population Biology and 

Physiological Ecology; Meeting 
In accordance with the Federal 

Advisory Committee Act, as amended, 

Pub. L. 92-463, the National Science 

Foundation announces the following 

meeting: 

Name: Subpanel on Population Biology and 
Physiological Ecology of the Advisory 
Panel for Environmental Biology. 

Date and Time: April 15 and 16, 1982, 8:30 
a.m. to 5 p.m. each day. 

Place: Room 338, National Science 
Foundation, 1800 G St., NW, Washington, 
D.C. 20550. 

Type of Meeting: Closed. 

Contact Person: Dr. Jerry F. Downhower, 
Program Director, Population Biology and 


Physiological Ecology, (202) 357-9728, 
Room 336, National Science Foundation, 
Washington, D.C. 20550. 

Purpose of Meeting: To provide advice and 
recommendations concerning support for 
research in population biology and 
physiological ecology. 

Agenda: To review and evaluate research 
proposals and projects as part of the 
selection process of awards. 

Reason for Closing: The proposals being 
reviewed include information of a : 
proprietary or confidential nature, 
including technical information; financial 
data, such as salaries; and personal 
information concerning individuals 
associated with the proposals. These 
matters are within exemptions (4) and (6) 
of 5 U.S.C. 552b(c), Government in the 
Sunshine Act. 

Authority To Close Meeting: This 
determination was made by the Committee 
Management Officer pursuant to provisions 
of Section 10{d} of Pub. L. 92-463. The 
Committee Management Officer was 
delegated the authority to make such 
determinations by the Director, NSF, on 
July 6, 1979. 

Dated: March 23, 1982. 

M. Rebecca Winkler, 

Committee Management Coordinator. 

[FR Doc. 82-8130 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7555-01-M 


National Science Foundation Research 
Apprenticeships for Minority High 
School Students (RAMHSS); Program 
Announcement 


The Research Apprenticeship Program 
is designed to stimulate the interest of 
talented minority high school students in 
pursuing careers in the sciences, 
mathematics and engineering. For the 
summer of 1982, the Foundation will 
award funds to enable approximately 
400 students to work as research 
apprentices with scientists and 
engineers engaged in ongoing research. 
Organizations and institutions which are 
currently involved in efforts to improve 
the scientific and technological 
education on minority students, and 
expect to continue these activities in the 
foreseeable future, are eligible for 
consideration. Prospective grantees 
must be able to immediately identify 
appropriate high school students and 
scientific researchers. Proposals 
submitted by the April 20, 1982 deadline 
by any eligible organization will be 
considered by the Foundation without 
prejudice. Academically focused 
organizations, both public and private, 
meeting the requirements set out in the 
RAMHSS Program Guide are eligible for 
consideration. 

Given the funds available, it is 
anticipated that the Foundation will be 
able to make approximately 25 awards, 
providing training for about 400 high 
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school students as apprentices in 

scientific research laboratories. 
Program guidelines and additional 

information concerning the RAMHSS 

Program may be obtained by contacting 

Mary M. Kohlerman at 202/282-7150. 
Dated: March 23, 1982. 

Mary M. Kohlerman, 

Program Manager, Office of Scientific and 

Engineering and Engineering Personnel and 

Education. 

[FR Doc. 82-8132 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am} 

BILLING CODE 7555-01-M 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 


[Docket Nos. 50-440 and 50-441] 


Availability of Draft Environmental 
Statement for the Perry Nuclear Power 
Plant, Units 1 and 2 


Notice is hereby given that Draft 
Environmental Statement (NUREG-— 
0884) has been prepared by the 
Commission's Office of Nuclear Reactor 
Regulation related to the proposed 
operation of the Perry Nuclear Power 
Plant, Units 1 and 2, to be operated by 
the Cleveland Electric Hluminating 
Company. The Construction Permit 
holders are the Cleveland Electric 
Illuminating Company, the Duquesne 
Light Company, the Ohio Edison 
Company, the Pennsylvania Power 
Company and the Toledo Edison 
Company. The plant is located on the 
southern shore of Lake Erie, about 35 
miles northeast of Cleveland, Ohio. 

This Draft Environmental Statement 
(DES) addresses the aquatic, terrestrial, 
radiological, social and economic costs 
and benefits associated with normal 
station operation. Also considered are 
station accidents, their likelihood of 
occurrence and their consequences. 

The Draft Environmental Statement is 
available for inspection by the public in 
the Commission’s Public Document 
Room at 1717 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20555, and at the Perry 
Public Library, 3753 Main Street, Perry, 
Ohio 44081. The DES is also being made 
available at the State Clearinghouse, 
Office of Budget and Management, 30 
East Broad Street, 39th Floor, Columbus, 
Ohio 43215. 

Requests for copies of NUREG—0884 
should be addressed to the U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20555, Attention: Director, 
Technical Information and Document 
Control. 

Interested persons may submit 
comments on the proposed licensing 
action and on this DES for the 
Commission’s consideration. Federal, 
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State, and specified local agencies are 
being provided with copies of the DES. 
(Other agencies may obtain these 
documents upon request). 

Commenits by Federal, State, and local 
officials, or other members of the public 
received by the Commission will be 
made available for public inspection at 
the Commission's Public Document 
Room in Washington, D.C., and in the 
Perry Public Library, 3753 Main Street, 
Perry, Ohio 44081. 

After consideration of comments 
submitted with respect to the DES, the 
Commission's staff will prepare a Final 
Environmental Statement (FES), the 
availability of which will be published 
in the Federal Register. Comments are 
due by May 10, 1982. 

Comments on the proposed licensing 
action and on this DES from interested 
members of the public should be 
addressed to the U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20555, Attention: Director, Division 
of Licensing. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 12th day 
of March 1982. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
A. Schwencer, 

Chief, Licensing Branch No. 2, Division of 
Licensing. 

[FR Doc. 82-7907 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


Advisory Committee on Reactor 


The ACRS Subcommittee on 
Transportation of Radioactive Materials 
will hold a meeting on April 14, 1982 in 
Room 1046, 1717 H Street, NW, 
Washington, DC. The Subcommittee will 
continue the review of the adequacy of 
the NRC procedures for certifying 
packages for transporting radioactive 
materials. Notice of this meeting was 
published March 18. 

In accordance with the procedures 
outlined in the Federal Register on 
September 30, 1981 (46 FR 47093), oral or 
written statements may be presented by 
members of the public, recordings will 
be permitted only during those portions 
of the meeting when a transcript is being 
kept, and questions may be asked only 
by members of the Subcommittee, its 
consultants, and Staff. Persons desiring 
to make oral statements should notify 
the Designated Federal Employee as far 
in advance as practicable so that 
appropriate arrangements can be made 
to allow the necessary time during the 
meeting for such statements. 

The entire meeting will be open to 
public attendance. 


The agenda for subject meeting shall 
be as follows: 

Wednesday, April 14, 1982-8:30 a.m. 
until the conclusion of business. 

During the initial portion of the 
meeting, the Subcommittee, along with 
any of its consultants who may be 
present, will exchange preliminary 
views regarding matters to be 
considered during the balance of the 
meeting. 

The Subcommittee will then hear 
presentations by and hold discussions 
with representatives of the NRC Staff, 
their consultants, industry and other 
interested persons. 

Further information regarding topics 
to be discussed, whether the meeting 
has been cancelled or rescheduled, the 
Chairman’s ruling on requests for the 
opportunity to present oral statements 
and the time allotted therefor can be 
obtained by a prepaid telephone call to 
the cognizant Designated Federal 
Employee, Mr. Sam Duraiswamy 
(telephone 202/634-3267) between 8:15 
a.m. and 5:00 p.m., EST. 

Dated: March 22, 1982. 

John C. Hoyle, 

Advisory Committee Management Officer. 
[FR Doc. 82-8175 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


[Docket No. 50-213] 


Connecticut Yankee Atomic Power 
Co., Haddam Neck Plant; Issuance of 
Amendment to Facility Operating 
License - 


The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (the Commission) has 
issued Amendment No. 47 to Facility 
Operating License No. DPR-61, to 
Connecticut Yankee Atomic Power 
Company (the licensee), which revised 
the Technical Specifications for 
operation of the Haddam Neck Plant 
(the facility) located in Middlesex 
County, Connecticut. The amendment is 
effective as of its date of issuance. 

The amendment approves changes to 
the Appendix A Technical 
Specifications to ensure the accuracy of 
the Control Rod Position Indication 
System. 

The application for the amendment 
complies with the standards and 
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the 
Commission’s rules and regulations. The 
Commission has made appropriate 
findings as required by the Act and the 
Commission's rules and regulations in 10 
CFR Chapter I, which are set forth in the 
license amendment. Prior public notice 
of this amendment was not required 
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since the amendment does not involve a 
significant hazards consideration. 

The Commission has determined that 
the issuance of this amendment will not 
result in any significant environmental 
impact and the pursuant to 10 CFR 
51.5(d)(4) an environmental impact 
statement or negative declaration and 
environmental impact appraisal need 
not be prepared in connection with the 
issuance of this amendment. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) the application for 
amendment dated February 1, 1982, (2) 
Amendment No. 47 to License No. DPR- 
61, and (3) the Commission’s related 
Safety Evaluation. All of these items are 
available for public inspection at the 
Commission's Public Document Room, 
1717 H Street, NW., Washington, D.C., 
and at the Russell Library, 119 Broad 
Street, Middletown, Connecticut 16457. 
A copy of items (2) and (3) may be 
obtained upon request addressed to the 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C., 20555, Attention: 
Director, Division of Licensing. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 19th day 
of March 1982. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Dennis M. Crutchfield, 

Chief, Operating Reactors Branch No. 5, 
Division of Licensing. 

(FR Doc. 82-8172 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


[Docket Nos. 50-247-SP and 50-286-SP] 


Consolidated Edison Co. of New York 
(indian Point, Unit No. 2); Power 
Authority of the State of New York 
(Indian Point, Unit No. 3); Memorandum 
and Order Scheduling Second Special 
Prehearing Conference 


March 23, 1962. 


Parties and petitioners to this 
proceeding are hereby put on notice that 
a Second Special Prehearing Conference 
pursuant to 10 CFR 2.751a will be held in 
White Plains, New York, on April 13 and 
14, 1982. By subsequent order of this 
Board to be issued in advance of the 
aforesaid conference, the petitioners 
admitted to intervenor status will be 
identified and the matters to be 
considered at the conference will be 
indicated. Only persons having party 
status may participate in the Second 
Special Prehearing Conference. 

Upon consideration of the foregoing 
and the entire record in this matter, it is 
this 23rd day of March 1982, Ordered 
that a Second Special Prehearing 
Conference will be held beginning at 
9:30 a.m. on April 13, 1982 at the 
Ceremonial Courtroom, Westchester 





Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 59 / Friday, March 26, 1982 / Notices 


County Courthouse, Grove Street, White 
Plains, New York 10601. 

Judge Carter participated in the 
issuance of this Order but was 
unavailable to sign it.. 

Bethesda, Maryland. 

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board. 
Oscar H. Paris, 

Administrative Judge. 

Frederick J. Shon, 

Administrative Judge. 

{FR Doc. 82-8173 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


[Docket Nos. 50-322-CPA and 50-322-OL] 


Long Island Lighting Co. (Shoreham, 
Unit 1); Reconstitution of Board 


Pursuant to the authority contained in 
10 CFR 2.721 (1980), the Atomic Safety 
and Licensing Board for Long Island 
Lighting Company (Shoreham Nuclear 
Power Station, Unit 1), Docket Nos. 50- 
322-CPA and 5@-322-OL, is hereby 
reconstituted by appointing the 
following Administrative Judge to the 
Board: Dr. Peter A. Morris. Mr. Frederick 
J. Shon was a member of this Board, but, 
because of a schedule conflict is unable 
to continue to serve. 

As reconstituted, the Board is 
comprised of the following 
Administrative Judges: 

Mr. Lawrence Brenner, Chairman 
Dr. Peter A. Morris 
Dr. James H. Carpenter 


All correspondence, documents and 
other materials*shall be filed with the 
Board in accordance with 10 CFR 2.701 
(1980). The address of the new Board 
member is: 

Dr. Peter A. Morris, Atomic Safety and 

Licensing Board Panel, U.S. Nuclear 


Regulatory Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20555 


Issued at Bethesda, Maryland this 23rd day 
of March 1982. 
B. Paul Cotter, Jr., 
Chief Administrative Judge, Atomic Safety 
and Licensing Board Panel. 
{FR Doc. 82-8174 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 


[File No. 1-3916} 


Arta Group Inc.; Application To 
Withdraw From Listing and 
Registration 


March 22, 1982. 

The above named issuer has filed an 
application with the Securities and 
Exchange Commission pursuant to 
Section 12(d) of the Securities Exchange 


Act of 1934 (“Act”) and Rule 12d2-2{d) 
promulgated thereunder, to withdraw 
the specified security from listing and 
registration on the American Stock 
Exchange, Inc. (“Amex”). 

The reasons alleged in the application 
for withdrawing this security from 
listing and registration include the 
following: 

1. The common stock of Artra Group 
Incorporated (“Company”) is listed and 
registered on the Amex and the Pacific 
Stock Exchange (“PSE”). Pursuant to a 
Registration Statement on Form 8-A 
which became effective on September 
24, 1976, the Company is also listed and 
registered on the New York Stock 
Exchange (“NYSE”). The Company has 
determined that the direct and indirect 
costs and expenses do not justify 
maintaining the triple listing of the 
common stock on the Amex, PSE and 
the NYSE. 

2. This application relates solely to 
withdrawal of the common stock from 
listing and registration on the Amex and 
shall have no effect upon the continued 
listing of such stock on the PSE and 
NYSE. The Amex has posed no 
objection to this matter. 

Any interested person may, on or 
before April 12, 1982, submit by letter to 
the Secretary of the Securities and 
Exchange Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20549, facts bearing upon whether 
the application has been made in 
accordance with the rules of the 
Exchange and what terms, if any, should 
be imposed by the Commission for the 
protection of investors. The 
Commission, based on the information 
submitted to it, will issue an order 
granting the application after the date 
mentioned above, unless the 
Commission determines to order a 
hearing on the matter. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Market Regulation, pursuant to delegated 
authority. 

George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-8113 Filed 3-25-82: 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M 


[Release No. 22426; 70-6703} 


Middle South Utilities, inc.; Proposed 
Charter Amendments and Order 
Authorizing Solicitation of Proxies 


March 22, 1982. 

In the matter of Middle South Utilities, 
Inc., 225 Baronne Street, New Orleans, 
Louisiana 70112 (70-6703). 

Middle South Utilities, Inc. (“Middle ~ 
South”), a registered holding company, 
has filed a declaration t to 
Sections 6{a), 7 and 12(e} of the Public 
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Utility Holding Company Act of 1935 
(“Act”) and Rule 62 promulgated 
thereunder. 

Middle South presently is authorized 
by its Charter to have outstanding at 
any one time 150,000,000 shares of 
common stock, par value, $5 per share. 
Of that total, 124,797,704 shares were 
outstanding as of January 31, 1982. In 
May and November 1981, Middle South 
issued.and sold to the public, through 
competitive bidding, an aggregate of 
13,000,000 shares of its common stock in 
order to repay bank loans incurred by it 
and to make investments in the common 
stock of certain system companies. 
(HCAR Nos. 22012 and 22239). 
Preliminary plans have been made for 
an offering to the public, through 
competitive bidding, of up to 10,000,000 
additional shares of common stock in 
the second quarter of 1982. During 1981 
Middle South also issued and sold an 
aggregate of 3,437,398 shares of common 
stock under its Dividend Reinvestment 
and Stock Purchase, Employee Stock 
Ownership and Employee Savings Plans 
and, during 1982, it expects to issue and 
sell an aggregate of approximately 
4,476,000 additional shares under such 
Plans as currently in effect (HCAR Nos. 
22004, 22262 and 22360). 

The requirements of Middle South’s 
subsidiary companies for additional 
common stock capital will iricrease in 
the years to come and it is currently 
contemplated that during the next 
several years, Middle South will be 
required to sell additional shares of 
common stock which will, in the 
aggregate, substantially exceed the 
number of its presently authorized but 
unissued shares. Accordingly, in order 
to provide Middle South with a 
reasonable number of authorized but 
unissued shares of common stock to be 
used in the foreseeable future for 
financing additional capital 
requirements of its subsidiaries and for 
its general corporate purposes, Middle . 
South proposes to amend its Charter to 
increase the maximum number of shares 
which it is authorized to have 
outstanding at any one time from 
150,000,000 to 250,000,000, all of which 
shall be common stock having a par 
value of $5 per share. 

Current provisions of the Middle 
South Charter provide for certain limited 
preemptive rights. Middle South 
proposes to repeal such provision of the 
Charter so as to eliminate preemptive 
rights of stockholders. 

Middle South's Board of Directors 
proposes to take appropriate steps to 
submit to the stockholders for approval, 
at the Annual Meeting of Stockholders 
to be held on May 21, 1982, proposals to 
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amend Middle South's Charter in the 
above respects. Under Middle South's 
Charter, the adoption at the Annual 
Meetng of Stockholders of the proposed 
Charter amendments to increase 
authorized Common Stock and to 
eliminate preemptive rights will, in each 
case, require the affirmative votes, cast 
in person or by proxy, of the holders of 
at least two-thirds of the outstanding 
shares of common stock of Middle 
South. 

It appears that the declaration insofar 
as it relates to the proposed solicitation 
’ of proxies should be permitted to 
become effective forthwith pursuant to 
Rule 62. 

It is ordered, therefore, that the 
declaration insofar as it relates to the 
proposed solicitation of proxies be, and 
it hereby is, permitted to become 
effective forthwith pursuant to Rule 62. 

The declaration and any amendments 
thereto are available for public 
inspection through the Commission's 
Office of Public Reference. Interested 
persons wishing to comment or request 
a hearing should submit their views in 
writing by April 15, 1982, to the 
Secretary, Securities and Exchange 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20549, 
and serve a copy on the declarant at the 
address specified above. Proof of 
service (by affidavit or, in the case of an 
attorney at law, by certificate) should be 
filed with the request. Any request for a 
hearing shall identify specifically the 
issues of fact or law that are disputed. A 
person who so requests will be notified 
of any hearing, if ordered, and will 
receive a copy of any notice or order 
issued in this matter. After said date the 
declaration, as filed or as it may be - 
amended, may be permitted to become 
effective. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Corporate Regulation, pursuant to delegated 
authority. 

George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 62-8115 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M 


Pacific Stock Exchange, Inc.; 
Applications for Unlisted Trading 
Privileges and of Opportunity for 
Hearing 

March 22, 1982. 

The above named national securities 
exchange has filed applications with the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 
pursuant to Section 12(f)(1)(B) of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and 
Rule 12f-1 thereunder, for unlisted 
trading privileges in the following 
stocks: 


Baldwin-United Corporation, Common 
Stock, $1 Par Value (File No. 7-6190) 

Southland Royalty Company, Common 
Stock, $.125 Par Value (File No. 7— 
6191) 


These securities are listed and 
registered on one or more other national 
securities exchanges and are reported in 
the consolidated transaction reporting 
system. 

Interested persons are invited to 
submit on or before April 12, 1982 
written data, views and arguments 
concerning the above-referenced 
applications. Persons desiring to make 
written comments should file three 
copies thereof with the Secretary of the 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20549. Following this 
opportunity for hearing, the Commission 
will approve the applications if it finds, 
based upon all the information available 
to it, that the extensions of unlisted 
trading privileges pursuant to such 
applications are consistent with the 
maintenance of fair and orderly markets 
and the protection of investors. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Market Regulation, pursuant to delegated 
authority. 

George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

{FR Doc. 82-8112 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M 


Philadelphia Stock Exchange, Inc.; 
Applications for Unlisted Trading 


Privileges and of Opportunity for 
Hearing 


March 22, 1982. 

The above named national securities 
exchange has filed applications with the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 
pursuant to Section 12(f)(1)(B) of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and 
Rule 12f-1 thereunder, for unlisted 
trading privileges in the following 
stocks: 

Datapoint Corporation, Common Stock, 

$.25 Par Value (File No. 7-6191) 
Cincinnati Milacron, Inc., Common 

Stock, $10 Par Value (File No. 7-6192) 
Products Research & Chemical 

Corporation, Common Stock, $2 Par 

Value (File No. 7-6193) 

Tymeshare, Inc., Common Stock, No Par 

Value (File No. 7-6194) 


These securities are listed and 
registered on one or more other national 
securities exchanges and are reported in 
the consolidated transaction reporting 
system. 

Interested persons are invited to 
submit on or before April 12, 1982 
written data, views and arguments 
concerning the above-referenced 
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applications. Persons desiring to make 
written comments should file three 
copies thereof with the Secretary of the 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20549. Following this 
opportunity for hearing, the Commission 
will approve the applications if it finds, 
based upon all the information available 
to it, that the extensions of unlisted 
trading privileges pursuant to such 
applications are consistent with the 
maintenance of fair and orderly markets 
and the protection of investors. 


For the Commission, by the Division of 
Market Regulation, pursuant to delegated 
authority. 

George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

{FR Doc. 82-6114 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am| 
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M 


SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 
[License No. 02/02-0433]) 


Raybar Small Business investment 
Corp.; Issuance of a Small Business 
investment Company License 


On July 8, 1981, a notice was 
published in the Federal Register (46 FR 
35402) stating that an application has 
been filed by Raybar Small Business 
Investment Corporation, 240 W. Pasaic 
Street, Maywood, New Jersey 07607 with 
the Small Business Administration 
(SBA) pursuant to § 107.102 of the 
regulations governing small business 
investment companies (13 CFR 107.102 
(1982)) for a license as a small business 
investment company. 

Interested parties were given until 
close of business July 23, 1981, to submit 
their comments to SBA. No comments 
were received. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 

to section 301(c) of the Small Business 
Investment Act of 1958, as amended, 
after having considered the application 
and all other pertinent information, SBA 
issued License No. 02/02-0433 to Raybar 
Small Business Investment Corporation 
to operate as a small business 
investment company. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 59.011, Small Business 
Investment Companies) 

Dated: March 22, 1982. 

Robert G. Lineberry, 

Acting Deputy Associate Administrator for 
Investment. 

[FR Doc. 82-8166 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am| 

BILLING CODE 8025-01-M 
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[Proposed License No. 06/06-0258] 


Texas Commerce investment Co.; 
Application for a License To Operate 
as a Smail Business Investment 
Company 


Notice is hereby given an application 
has been filed with the Small Business 
Administration pursuant to § 107.102 of 
the regulations governing small business 
investment companies (13 CFR 107.102 
(1981)), under the name of Texas 
Commerce Investment Company, 712 
Main Street, Houston, Texas 77002, for a 
license to operate as a small business 
investment company (SBIC) under the 
provisions of the Small Business 
Investment Act of 1958, as amended (the 
Act), (15 U.S.C. 661 et seg. ), and the 
Rules and Regulations promulgated 
thereunder. 

The proposed officers, directors and 
sole shareholder of the Applicant are as 
follows: 


Officers 


Name & Address, Title 


Lee Straus, 712 a Street, Houston, TX 
771 

Fred Lummis, 712 Mein Street, Houston, TX 
77002—Vice President, Secretary and 
Treasurer 

Terry Praden, 712 Main Street, Houston, TX 
77002—Vice President 

Timothy Irvine, 712 Main Street, Houston, TX 
77002—Asst. Secretary 


Directors 
Bill Heiligbrodt, 712 Main Street, Houston, TX 
77002 


Marc Shapiro, 712 Main Street, Houston, TX 
77002 


Stanford Alexander, 203 Timberwilde, 
Houston, TX 77002 

John Duncan,203 E. Broad Oaks, Houston, TX 
77056 


Robert Mosbacher, 2515 Avalonreet, 
Houston, TX 77044. 


The sole owner of Applicant's voting 
shares is Texas Commerce Bank 
National Association, a national 
banking association, which is a wholly 
owned subsidiary of Texas Commerce 
Bancshares, a Delaware corporation and 
bank holding company whose address is 
712 Main Street, Houston, TX 77002. 
there is no entity or individual beneficial 
owner of ten percent (10%) or more of 
the voting securities of Texas Commerce 


“Bancshares.The applicant, a Delaware 


corporation with its principal place of 
business at 712 Main Street, Houston, 
Texas 77002 will begin operations with 
$600,000 paid-in capital and paid-in 
surplus. 

The Applicant will conduct its 
activities principally in the State of 
Texas. Shortly after licensing it is 
anticipated that the company will begin 
operations nationwide. 

Matters involved in SBA’s 
consideration of the application include 
the general business reputation and 
character of the proposed owners and 
management, and the probability of 
successful operation of the applicant 
under their management, including 
adequate profitability and financial 
soundness, in accordance with the Small 
Busines Investment Act and the SBA 
Rules and Regulations. 

Notice is hereby given that any person 
may, not later than April 12, 1982, 
submit to SBA, in writing, comments on 
the proposed licensing of this company. 
Any such communications should be 
addressed to: Acting Deputy Associate 
Administrator for Investment, Small 
Business Administration, 1441 “L” 
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20416. 


REPORT OF TANGIBLE GIFTS 
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A copy of this notice will be published 

in a newspaper of general aeeeient in 
Houston, Texas. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance _ 
Program No. 59.011, Small Business 
Investment Companies) 

Dated: March 22, 1982. 

Robert G. Lineberry, 

Acting Deputy Associate Administrator for 
Investment. 

[FR Doc. 82-8165 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 8025-01-™ 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
[Public Notice 799] 


Gifts to Federal Employees From 
Foreign Governments Reported to 
Employing Agencies in Calendar Year 
1981 


. The Department of State submits the 
following comprehensive listing of the 
statements which, as required by law, 
Federal employees filed with their 
employing agencies during calendar 
year 1981 concerning gifts received from 
foreign government sources. The 
compilation includes reports of both 
tangible gifts and gifts of travel or travel 
expenses of more than minimal value, as 
defined by statute. 

Publication of this listing in the 
Federal Register is required by section 
7342(f) of Title 5, United States Code, as 
added by section 515(a)(1) of the Foreign 
Relations Authorization Act, Fiscal Year 
1978 (Pub. L. 95-105, August 17, 1977, 91 


+ Stat. 865). 


Dated: March 18, 1982. 
Richard T. Kennedy, 
Under Secretary for Management. 


All Gifts Received From Foreign Officials Over Minimum Dollars, Jan. 20 through Dec. 31, 1962 


=a ~aeo 


material, electric biue | Trudeau, Pierre Elliott, Prime Minister of Canada, 


waist: w/a removable, zippered, wooltyps jacket w/Eskimo motifs on | 
-wimmed hood; the 


P.C., MP., Canada. 
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REPORT OF TANGIBLE GiFts—Continued 
Ali Gifts Received From Foreign Officials Over Minimum Dollars, Jan. 20 through Dec. 31, 1982 


Same 


Mitterrand, His Excellency and Mrs., President of ; 
the French Republic, France. 


Schmidt, Helmut and Hannelore, Chancellor of 
the Federal Republic of Germany, Germany, 
contained in a navy blue box, 17"x14%”. Recd. May 21, 1961. Est. value: Federal Republic of. 
$110. Disp: residence—official display. 
Cigarette box, vermeil, (sterling sitver w/gold plated interior) by “Bulgari”; | Amintore and Mariapia Fanfani, President of the 
inscribed on bottom; 7"x4%"x1%". Recd: Dec, 17, 1961. Est Value: Senate of Italy, Italy. 


Fukuda, Mie (wife of member of Parliament and 
former Prime Minister), Japan. 


esties; Prince and Princess, Japan. 


Chun, Doo Hwan, President of the Republic of 
Korea, and Mrs., Korea. Republic of. 


top; 
12%"x10".. Recd: Feb. 24, 1981. Est. Value: $500. Disp: Residence— 


Official display. 
Marcos, Feminand E. and ae President of 


spider | Al-Ameri, Abdelkader Braik, Ambassador and 
Mrs., of the State of Qatar, Qatar. 


Limann, Hilla, Dr.; President, Republic of Ghana... 


Juan Carlos | and Sophia, King and Queen of 


Fraser, John Maicoim, Prime Minister of Austra- 
lia, Australia. 


Schreyer, Edward Richard, Governor General of 
Canada, Canada. 


Sadat, Jehan, Mrs Anwar; (wife of the President 
of Egypt), Egypt. 
gypt’s oA vias aoa award to foreign heads of | Sadat, Anwar-El, President of the Arab Republic 
ont halal taedieeeneniad aun,on of Egypt, Egypt. 
blue and gold ribbon: contained in red presentation ox w/gokt 
Egyptian eagle on lid. Recd: Aug. 6, 1981. Est. value: $5,000. 


Sadat, Jehan, Mrs. Anwar (wife of the President 
of the Arab Republic of Egypt), Egypt. 


Schmidt, Hannelore (wife of the Chancellor of 
the Federal Republic of Germany), Germany, 
Federal Republic of. 


Donion, Sean, Ambassador E. and P., of weland, 
treland. 


Fanfani, Mariapia, wife of the President of the 
Senate of italy, Italy. 


Kimura, Takechiyo, member of the House of 
Representatives, Japan. 


Hussein, Noor Al, Queen of the Hashemite 
Kingdom of Jordan, Jordan. 


Chun, Lee Soon-Ja, Mrs. Doo Hwan; of 
President of the Republic of K: . Korea, 
Republic of. 


22, 1981. Est. value: $550. Disp: 





Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 


information, South Africa. 


D0 -esserssosensserreeeneernenernnemnree] PURSE, WOVEN wicker, hexagonal, w/gold plated sterling silver trim and | Sirikit, Her Majesty, Queen of Thailand, Thailand .. 


id 


ezuela. 
w/wrapped leather | Gaitieri, Leopoldo Fortunato, Lt. Gen., Argentina... 


Egypt. 


Sattar, Abdus, Acting President of the Peoples 
” (Egypt's highest award), styled as a necklace | Sadat, Anwar-El, President of the Arab Republic 


cancel axceccenseesnenncenntttenssensestntsanisscccosteseavenssen 


ni I: 
ty 


5 
q ~~ 
= 


tong handie 
top; 
a 


set w/rubies, turquoise and enameled work; of Egypt, Egypt. 
presentation box w/18 kt. gold Egyptian eagle 


1. Est. value: $10,000. Disp: Archives. 


Lura Ripley and others; inscribed. Recd: May 19, 1981. 
rg rt, w/a oe rd el of Veen a President of the Republic of Venezuela, Ven- 


All Gifts Received From Foreign Officials Over Minimum Dollars, Jan. 20 through Dec. 31, 1982 


“. Recd: Dec. 7, 1981. Est. 


Proteas of Southern Africa,” by John P. Rourke, illustrations by | Botha, Roelof F., Minister of Foreign Affairs and 


“The 
Anderson, 


Est. value: $150. Disp: Archives. 


; 
3 
fb 


é iy ei Ht 
Hii 


Brooch, 18 kt gold, designed after a button on a lady's costume in | Van Agt, Andreas A. M., Prime Minister of the 


i 
Z 
_ 
3 
8 
5 
3 
i 
a 
B 
: 
Z 
5 
s 
_— 
£ 


fabric covered box, 17%" x 13” x 2”. Recc Nov. 6, 1981. Est. value: 


$700. Disp: residence—official display. 
box is 14” sq. Recd: Dec. 30, 1981. Est. value: $600. Disp: Archives. 


glass in niello frame bearing royal Thai crest; 15%" x 10%”; enclosed in 
..| Flowers: spider mums, Snapdragons, roses, large arrangement in circular | Abu-Chazala, Abdel Halim, Minister of Defense, 


“peatng Canadian maple taf 


Fay 


ie i 


Name and title of recipient | Gift, date of acceptance, estimated value and current disposition or tocation identity of foreign donor and government 


1G eissasscvssencescocsesesessbsdtneniaceccsill IN 
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REPORT OF TANGIBLE GiFts—Continued 
All Gifts Received From Foreign Officials Over Minimum Dollars, Jan. 20 through Dec. 31, 1982 





acceptance 


Name and title of recipient Gift, date of acceptance, estimated value and current disposition or location identity of foreign donor and government 


Mitterrand, Francois, President of the French Do. 
Republic, France. 


Navane”; silkscreened. Recd: Oct. 29, 1981. Est. value: $1,900. Disp: 
Archives. 

Award: Legion of Honor Medal, “Le Grande Croix,” two parts, one attached 
to a red ribbon; both enclosed in a red presentation box w/“Republique 
Francaise” and decorative borders stamped in gold on lid; box is 
11”"x9%" x 2%". Recd: Oct. 29, 1981. Est. value: unable to determine. 

Disp: Archives. 

i . “Das Brandenburger Thor” (the brandenburg gate), by Loeillot, | Schmidt, Helmut, Chancellor of the Federal Re- 
1860; matted under glass in wood frame; 21%" 17%" overall. Recd: public of Germany; Germany, Federal Repub- 
May 21, 1981. Est. value: $250. Disp: residence—official display. lic of. 

Photographs; set of 84 B & W, mounted on blue numbered sheets w/ | Von Weizsacker, Richard, Governing Mayor of 
english text, entitied “Berlin's protection Powers” (Depict scenes in West Berlin; (Dr.), Germany, Federal Republic of. 
Berlin from the end of WW Ii to present day), taken by Jacob Kohnert, 
contained in a navy blue leather folder, imprinted “Berlin” on cover, and 
“Berlin's Protection Powers” on spine; (photographs vary in size) folder is 
13%" x 12%" x3%"." Recd: Sept. 17, 1981. Est. value: unable to 
determine. Disp: Archives. 

Books: 3, “The Treasures of Mount Athos” (illuminated manuscripts), | Martis, Nicolaos, Minister of Northern Greece of 
volumes 1 and 2, published by Ekdotike Athenon, Athens, in matching the Hellenic Republic, Greece. 


Donton, Sean, Ambassador E. and P., of ireland, 
reland. . 


ter of Israel, Israel. : 


Fanfani, Amintore, President of the Senate of 
taty, Italy. 


Seaga, Edward, M-P.; Prime Minister of Jamaica, 
Jamaica. 


inside hinged lid: handcrafted; (2 keys included); 22%" 13"x5%”. 
Recd: Jan. 30, 1961. Est. value: over minimum. Disp: Archives (humidor 


brass-toned plaques attached, 274" 18%". Recd: Jan. 30, 1961. Est. 
Rum, 12 botties (2 each of 6 different kinds); “Rumona Rum Liqueur 


Rum, 1 case (12 botties), 12-year-old “ 
bottle 25.4 fi. ozs). Recd Dec. 24, 1981. Est. 


Watanabe, Michio, Minister of Finance of Japan, 
Japan. 
' 


fto, Masayoshi, Minister for Foreign Affairs, 
Japan. 
across base, 7” across widest point. Recd: Apr. 6, 1961. Est. value: 
depicting a blossom motif overall; by “Hinode” 13%” | Suzuki, Zenko; Prime Minister of Japan, Japan ..... 
diam.; included is a black wood easel; contained in a grey hinged box; 


box is 16°x16"x3%". Recd: May 11, 1961. Est. value: $200. Disp: 
Archives. 


case is 12"x10"x1%". Recd: May 11, . Est. value: 
Archives. 
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..4 Books: “Keys to the Japanese Mind,” by Yoshitsune Sunbonzakura; vols. 1 | Tanaka, Rokusuke, Minister of international 
through 4; Japanese and English text; cloth-covered and contained in a Trade and industry, Japan. 
cloth-covered slipcase. Recd: May 12, 1981. Est. value: $200. Disp: 
Archives. 
Cuff finks: 18 kt. gold, duplicating the nine-circle design symbolizing Kimura | Kimura, Takechiyo, Member of the “House of 
family crest; contained in black leather box. Recd: May 19, 1981. Est. Representatives, Japan. 
value: $770. Disp: Archives. 
Saddle, Jordanian, crafted of wool w/multicolored motifs, beads, leather | King Hussein 1, King of the Hashemite Kingdom 
trim, black tassies and metal stirrups; approx. 43"x42”. Recd: Nov. 3, of Jordan, Jordan. 
1981. Est. value: $350. Disp: Archives. 
Table, circular, petrified wood top on open brass base, w/brass plaque | Moi, Daniel (T.) Arap, President of the Republic 
of Kenya, Kenya. 


Chun, Doo Hwan, President of the Republic of 
Korea, Korea, Republic of. 


by 
inscribed ‘by President Doo Hwan Chun, 1134” tall x 5%” diam. across 
mouth x 12” diam. across center x 4” diam. across bottom; included is a 


June 8, 1981. Est. value: $607. Disp: Archives. 

...| Ostrich eggs. (2), each 8"x6", and each encased in silver openwork 
designs, mounted on silver stands; one design incorporates the seal of 
Mexico w/an Aztec design in base; the other incorporates the seal of the 
United States w/3 bears design in base; each piece is 11” high; 
displayed in a lined cherrywood chest w/silver hardware, depicting two 
mate reliefs on hinged feather case. Doors and reliefs of the seals of 
Mexico and the United States on top w/an engraved silver presentation 
plaque; enclosed in a lined leather case. Recd: June 10, 1981. Est. value: 
$6,000. Disp: residence—official 


(Eight 

white marble base, attached w/plaque lettered “Esculter (Sculptor) 

berto Peraza” (Ojeda); overall, 23%” long x 12%" wd. x 15” high. Recd 

June 10, 1981. Est. value: $15,000. Disp: residence—official display. 
Sculpture, bronze, of Abraham Lincoln in a standing pose w/broken o 


chains, 
mounted on marble base, lettered “Amigo de tos Mexicanos y Luchador 
insobornable por la Libertad” (Friend of the Mexicians and Unceasing 
Fighter for Liberty), by “Hicicza O.", 1977; contained in @ black fabric- 
covered, hinged door cabinet; sculpture is 21” tall x 8%"x7%"; case is 


ose cece cescnncstininntaiei tinacecinnenceprcinaeaniaeeee tie eecetenen eee 
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aman mp oe women | SS 


Leather covered bottle: lettered “1800 Cuervo” on both sides, w/separate | Lopez Portillo, Jose, President of the United Do. 
leather-covered stopper; contained in wooden chest w/raised crest and Mexican States, Mexico. 

plaque engraved “Presidente de los Estados Unidos. de America, Sr. 

Ronald Reagan”; bottle is 9%” high; box ie 12”x7"x4” (filled w/bourbon). 

Recd; Oct. 29, 1981. Est. value: $55. Disp: Archives (bottle only). 


Lopez 
crafted in Mexico; 7%"x4%"x1%". Recd: Oct. 29, 1981. ‘Est. value: $425. 
Disp: Archives. 
Van Agt, Andreas A. M., Prime Minister of the 
as sata, tne teens Uetts San enue om tape S0"-bioe Reod: Apr. 6, Netherlands, Netherlands. 


1981. Est. value: $750. Disp: Archives. 
i Marcos, Ferdinand E., President of the Republic 
of the Philippines, Philippines. 


Eanes, Antonio dos Santos Ramalho, General, 
Premier of the Republic of Portugal, Portugal. 


Lee, Kuan Yew, Prime Minister, Singapore 


Juan Carlos | and Sophia, King and Queen of 
Spain, Spain. 


John Paul Il, His Holiness; Pope, The Vatican....... 


Yahia, Habib Ben, Ambassador of Tunisia, Tuni- 
sia. 


Habib, President of the Republic of 
Tunisia, Tunisi 


Thatcher, Margaret, The Right Honorable, M.P., 
Prime Minister, United Kingdom, England. 


20x19'%%"x3", and a two-volume set, “Selected Writings of Bolivar”, 
Leouna and Bierck; (vol. one, 1810-1822; vol. two, 1823-1830). Recd: 
Nov. 18, 1981. Est. value: $1,900. Disp: residence—official display. 
ssoemnseseensevrseeeeecrene Minerals, (12), “Enchantilion du Shaba"; bornite; malachite, chrysocolle; | Mobutu, Sese Seko, President, Zaire 
fluorine; cuprite, malachite; malachite; siderose; chalcopyrite; shattuckite; 
cornetite; cristaux de malachite sur chrysocolle; dolomie coloree par sels 
rose de colbalt; and, molybdenite; included ie a display case of wood 
frame and glass panels w/giass shelves; case is 23'%"x17%"'x4 2”; 
mineral is approx. 4%" to 6” diam. Recd: Dec. 4, 1961. Est. value: 
$1,700. Disp: Archives. 


depicting portrait of Queen Nefertiti on 
echground wiles ibemen Seaeee Recd: Dec. 23, 1981. Est. 
$300. Disp: GSA surplus, turned over to Government. 
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es ee re a 


DO oa eoaeeneneressesreneccesnmanvereseeesed Medallion, ‘bronze, depicting “Fujin O God of Wind", painted on gold foil, | Watanabe, Michie, Minister of Finance, Japan... Do. 
enameled and gold-plated; produced by the Mint Bureau, Japan; 2%” sq. 
contained in velvet-covered box. Reccé Dec. 23, 4981. Est. value: $125. 
Disp: GSA surplus, turned over to Government. 
.| Etching of horses on five-sided piece of beveled glass, mounted in brass { Lopez Portiie, Jose, President of the United 
engraved “Grabados Tomados de Dibujos Originales de! Senor Lic. - 
Se ee ee eee 
I 
side; overall, 13%"x14"x4". Recd: Dec. 23, 1981. Est. 
Unable to determine. Disp: GSA surplus, tumed over to Govern- 


black lacquer depicting an overall mother-of-pearl geometric 

sides and removable tid wi design of Korean characters 

4 w/velvet covered section, 
vetvel-covered chest w/ 
. Est. value: $150. 


Hh 


ali 


Vt 
l 


Disp: 
links and tie tac set, both 14 kt gold and w/browm stones. Recc 
. 30, 1981. Est. value: $200. Disp: GSA turned over to 


g 


ee ee 


covered presentation box w/piaque lettered, “To Honorable Richard V. 
Allen, Assistant to the President of U.S. National Security Affairs, Present- 
ed by Admiral and Mrs. Soong Chang-Ohih, August, 1981: Box is 
15%"x9%""7%". Recd; Dec. 22, 1981. Est value: $400. Disp: GSA 
surplus, tumed over to Government. 
.4 Tea set, silver (AG99), w/iniaid, enameled fioral and bird design; consisting 
of teapot (8 4"x6"x4"); octagonal covered tea caddy (6"x2")}; two double- 
handied sugar post (6%” diam), two spoons; and a silver footed tay 
(19%"x12%"); contained in a compartmentalized, champagne-colored 
brocade covered chest, 22”x14%"x7%”". Recd: Dec. 22, 1981. Est. value: 
$1,450. Disp: GSA surplus, turned over to Government. 
...4 Dish, designed as curled teal, silver w/inlaid stone pattern on end; made in | Lopez Portillo, Jose, President of the United 
Mexico; 13° 8%" 1%". Recd: June 8, 1981. Est. value: $450. Disp: Mexican States, Mexico 
Presidential stafi—official display. 
..| Vase, procelain, (new), floral design in blue, red and gold colors on front | Suzuki, Zenko, Prime Minister of Japan. Japan _ 
over white background; manufactured by “Fukagawa”™ (purveyors to the 
imperial Japanese Family}, 10” high. Recd: May 19, 1981. Est value: 
$395. Disp: Presidential stafi—official display. 
.4 Cigarette box, sterling silver, wood fines, engraved w/facsimile signature of 
King Hussein and the royal Jordanian crest on hinged lid; crafted by 
“Deyhie” in Germany; 7%" x5S%"x1%"; enclosed in a fitted, suede- 
covered box; 10'x7%"x2%". Recd: Nov. 16, 1981. Est. value: $250. 
Disp: Presidential staff—official display. 
Etching of horoses on five-sided piece of beveled glass, mounted in brass 
base, engraved “Grabados Tomados de Dibujos Orginales de! Senor Lic. 
Jose Lopez Portilio” (Works Taken From Onginal Drawings of Jose Lopez 
Portillo) on one side and a facsimile signature, name and title of 
President Lopez Portillo on the other side; overall, 13%" x 14” x 4". Reca& 
June 19, 1981. Est. value: unable to determine. Disp: Presidential stafi— 
official display. 
Portfolio, leather and snakeskin, 12%"9%”" (closed), crafted in Mexico. | .....do—.......... 
Recd: Oct. 29, 1981. Est. value: $100. Disp: GSA surplus, turned over to 
Government. 
.| Champagne, 12 boities of “Cuvee Dom Perignon”, vintage 1973; and 12 | Al-Ameri, Abdelkader Braik, Ambassagor E. and 
botties of Scotch “Chivas Regal”. Reod: Dec. 29, 1981. Est value: P.. of the State of Qatar, Qatar. 
$648.96. Disp: other State Dept. for official functions. 
Briefcase, leather, brown w/brass fittings and a 4-wheel combination tock; | Trudeau, Pierre Eliott, Prime Minister of Canada. 
by “Amiet” of Switzerland; 16%" x 11%" x2”. Recd: July 20, 1981. Est. 
value: $375. Disp: Presidential staff—official display. 
..| Clock, Carriage, keywound; in oval brass case w/beveled glass panels and 
hinged door; engraved w/facsimile signature of Hussein | and bearing a 
royal crown motif on top; by “Matthew Norman” of Switzeriand; (separate 
key inctuded); 2%"; enciosed in a vinyl case designed as a book, lettered 
“Matthew Norman” on spine; case is 5%" 4%" 3". Recd: Dec. 24, 
1981. Est. value: $520. Disp: GSA surplus, tumed over to Government. 
-4 Pitcher, Martini, silver-plated w/bird design handie of brass and silver iniaid 
w/stonework; stirrer included; crafted in Mexico; 114%” high x 2%” i 
diam. Recd: Dec. 24, 1981. Est. value: $200. Disp: GSA surplus, tumed 
over to Government. 
-4 Portfolio, teather and snakeskin; 12%" x 9%” (closed); crafted tm Menico. | BO anne eee 
Recd: Oct. 29, 1981. Est. value: $100. Disp: Presidential stalf—official 
display. 
Briefcase, leather, brown with brass fittings and a 4-wheel combination tock | Trudeau, Peirre Elliott, Prime Minister of Canada, 
by “Amiet” of Switreriand, 16%" 11%" x2”. Reod: Aug. 6, 1981. Est Canada. 
value: $375. Disp: Presidential staff—official display. 
Vase, glazed porcelain, blue grape design on faded blue and white | Suzuki, Zenko, Prime Minister of Japan, Japan _. 
background; (mew piece); 12” high. Recd: Dec. 29, 1981. Est. value: 
eee ene ene: 
Ne ee a Hussein |, King of the Hashemite Kingdom, 
se nehamameas eae oe ae ont aan by Jordan. 
“Dove” in Germany; 7%" x5%"x1%"> Recd: Dec. 24, 1981. Est 
jaiue: $250. Disp: Presidential staff—official display. 
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Jose Lopez Portillo” quione Toon fram Oagoad leanne ty dite tapi 
Portillo) on one side and facsimile signature, name and title of President 
Portillo on reverse side; over all 13%" x 14" 4". Recd: June 19, 1981. 
Est. value: value undertermined. Disp: GSA surplus, turned over to 
Government. 

Portfolio, leather and snakeskin; 12%" 9%” (closed); included is a bail- 
point pen bearing name and facsimile signature of President Lopez 
Portillo. Recd: Oct. 29, 1981. Est. value: $100. Disp: GSA surplus, turned 
over to Government. 


| Champagne, 12 bottles of “Cuvee Dom Perignon”, vintage 1973; and 12 


bottles “Chivas Regal” scotch. Recd: Dec. 29, 1981. Est. value: $648.96. 
Disp: returned to sender, over minimal value. 


..| Cloisonne vase; 9%" high. Recd: Sept. 90, 1981. Est. value: $350. Disp: 


Presidential staff—official dieplay. 


..| Doll, Japanese, in ceremonial style costume, on stand; 30” tall; included is 


a wood-framed glass case (broken down) for displaying the doll. Recd: 
Mar. 11, 1981. Est. value: $250. Disp: Archives. 


..| Vase, porcelain, colbalt blue, ginger jar shape w/spray of white dogwood 


motif; approx> 12” tall. Recd: June 25, 1981. Est. value: $395. Disp: 
Presidential staff—official display. 

Cigarette box, sterling silver, wood lined, engraved w/facsimile signature of 
King Hussein and the Royal Jordanian crest on hinged lid; crafted by 
“Deyhie” in Germany, 7%"x5%"x1%"; enclosed in a suede box; 
10"x7%"'x2%". Recd: Nov. 19, 1981. Est. value: $250. Disp: Presidential 
staff—official display. 


..| Plaque: glass, enameled, depicting a green snake over a silver disc, (the 


Emerald necklace with gold pendants. Reod: Nov. 11, 1981. Est. value: 
$400.00. Gift Safe: 265 OEOB. 


..| Bedouin Tent. Recd: November 1981. Est. value: $500.00. VP Storage: 


OEOB 535. 

Sitver broach. Flower shaped with nine pearls. Reod: Nov. 5, 1981. Est. 
value: $210.00. Gift Safe: 265 OEOB. 

Ename! “Cloisonne” plate flower design. Recd: Nov. 5, 1981. Est. value: 
$350.00. Gift Safe: 265 OEOB. 


..| Wood carved bench and bowl with dark and light brown stripes design. 
Residence. 


Recd: Dec. 1, 1981. Est. value: $160.00. At Vice President 


---| GOld necklace in wooden box. Reod: Dec. 1, 1981. Est. value: $200.00. Gift 


Vice President Bush ................. . 


Mrs. Barbara Bush... 


Safe: 265 OEOB. 
Necklace and earrings. Ivory with gold thread. Recd: Dec. 1, 1981. Est. 
value: $200.00. Gift Safe: 265 OEOB. 


..| Porcelain Vase. Floral daisy design. Recd: March 1981. Est. value: $400.00. 


At Vice President Residence. 


..| Pearl. Recd: June 22, 1981. Est. value: $1,500.00. Gift Safe: 265 OEOB 


Seiko Watch. Reod: June 22, 1981. Est. value: $275.00. Gift Safe: 265 
OEOB. 


Gold bracelet. Recd: Dec. 1, 1981. Est. value: $1,150.00. Gift Safe: 265 
OEOB. 


..| Gold cuff-links, Recd: Dec. 1, 1981. Est. value: $175.00. Gift Safe: 265 
OEOB 


Crystal plate with carving of horses on silver base. Recd: Oct. 14, 1981. 
Est. value: $250.00: Vice President Residence. 


..| Bronze sculpture of Mexican on horseback on a marble base. Recd: Oct. 


14, 1981. Est. value: $250.00. 
Aluminum plate with stylized eagle heads on black wood base. Reod: Oot. 
14, 1981. Est. value: $125.00. At Vice President Residence. 


..| Silver cigarette case with astrological signs and stone inlay. Recd: Oct. 14, 


1981. Est. value: $250.00. Vice President Residence. 


.| Silver ornament with four quartz stones. Recd: Oct. 16, 1961. Est. value: 


$125.00. Gift Safe: 266 OEOB. 


| Petrified Wood. Recd: Oct. 16, 1981. Est. value: $195.00. Vioe President 


Residence. 

Art Prints. 10 in number. Recd: Oct. 16, 1961. Est. value: $120.00. Vice 
President Residence. 

Banana fiber gown with embroidered sleeves. Reod: July 1981. Est. value: 
$212.50. VP Storage: 269 OEOB. 


| Sea-shell Christmas tree. Reod: January 1982. Est. value: $150.00. VP 


Storage: 269 OEOB. 


Al-Ameri, Abdelkader Braik, Ambassador E. and 
P., Qatar. 


(Unknown) Kikuchi, Deputy Minister of Fareign 
Affairs, Japan. 

Watanabe, Michio, Minister of Finance of Japan, 
Japan. 


Suzuki, Zenko, Prime Minister of Japan, Japan ..... 


Hussein |, King of Jordan, Jordan 


Lopez-Portilio, Jose, President of the United 
Mexiean States, Mexieo. 


Bengelioun, Ali, Ambassador E. and P., of Mo- 


Al-Ameri, Abdelkader, Ambassador E. and P., of 


Mrs. Esmeraida de Dager Chadid, Wife of Presi- 
dent of Senate, Colombia. 


J.W. de Graft Johnson, Vice President, Ghana... 


Mrs. ee et ae mene aes 


Yu Kak-sung, Director, National Security Plan- 
ning, Korea. 
ikko Kasaga, Kagehisa Tohyama, Japan. 


ikko Kasaga, Kagehisa Tohyama, Japan. 


Mrs. Hilla Limann, Wife of President, Ghana.. 
Hilla Limann, President, Ghana. 


Jose Lopez Portillo, President, MeXxiCO ...........+ses 


Nelson Marchezan, President, Chamber of Dep- 
uties, Brazil. 


| 
| 


peepee gf 
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Name and title of recipient 
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Handcrafted elephant. Recd. April, 1961. Est. Value—$165.00. Vice Presi- 
dent Residence. 

3 coins, gold and silver. Recd: Oct. 15, 1981. Est value: $880.00. VP West 
Wing Office. 

Gold chain necklace. Recd: Oct. 15, 1981. Est. value: $1,300.00. Gift Safe: 


, 1981. Est. value: $200.00. Vice President 


_| Sitver coins (3) Recd: Nov. 19, 1981. Est. value: $300.00. VP West Wing 


_| Silver plate. Recd: Aug. 8, 1981. Est. value: $225.00. VP OEOB Office... 


Office. 
— Recd: Oct. 19, 1961. Est. value: $100.00. VP OEOB 


aca iehieanieniina eileen tata Recd: June 6, 1981. Est. value: 
$150.00. VP OEOB Office. 

Mantle clock by Seiko made of brass and quartz. Recd: May 7, 1981. Est. 
value: $150.00. VP OEOB Office. 

Sterling silver coins (3). Recd: Oct. 13, 1981. Est. value: $100.00. VP West 
Wing Office. 


..| Gold coins (3). Recd: Oct. 13, 1981. Est. value: $800.00. VP West Wing 
Office 


...| Facsimile alligator purse. Recd: Apr. 29, 1961. 


Warrior with quartz stone. Recd: Nov. 11, 1981. Est. value: 
$200.00. Gift Safe: 265 OEOB. 

Calabage, small gourd type receptacle, low grade silver with gold applique. 
Recd: March 1981. Est. value: $450.00. VP OEOB Office. 

Est. value: $135.00. VP 

Storage: 269 OEOB. 


US. Senate 


K. R. Narayan, india ... 

Gil de Montes de Oca, Minister of interior Rela- 

Otumfo Nana Opuko Ware li, Ghana....................... 

Rafael Gama Quijano, Gerente General, Colom- 
bia. 


| Anwar el Sadat, President, Egypt ..... 


Carlos Lemos Simmonds, Minister of Exterior 
Relations, Colombia. 


| Manuel Tavaras, Secretary of State, Dominican 
Republic. 

Julio Cesar Turbay Ayala, President, Colombia 

| Mrs. Nydia Turbay Ayala, Wife of President, 
Colombia. 





Howard H. Baker, Jr, US. 
Senator. 


Samuel Nunn, U.S. Senator....... 


Jan H. Kalicki, Legislative As- 
sistant to U.S. Senator E 
M. Kennedy. 


so i tis 


Mark Hatfield, U.S. Senator 
and Mrs. Hatfield. 

Paula Hawkins, U.S. Senator 
and Mr. Hawkins. 

William S. Liebengood, Ser- 
geant at Arms and Mrs. Lie- 


bengood. 

Mr. J. Walter Stewart, Secre- 
tary to the Minority. 

Mr. Geraid W. Frank, Adminis- 
tative Assistant to Senator 


Marilyn G. Burkhardt, Counsel, 
Committee on Energy & 
Natural Resources. 

Howard H. Baker, U.S. Sena- 
tor and Mrs. Baker. 

Mark O, Hatfield, U.S. Senator 

James A. McCiure, U.S. Sena- 
tor and Mrs. McClure. 

Jake Gam, U.S. Senator and 


Max Baucus, US. Senator. 


Sterling Siver Box 5” x7%". Recd: Dec. 2, 1981. Est. value: in excess of 
$140. Requested and received approval by Select Committee on Ethics 
on 1/5/82 for official use of item during tenure in Senate. 

Sterling Silver Box 2%" x4%" x5". Recd: Jan. 26, 1961. Est. value: $400- 
$480. Requested and received approval by Select Committee on Ethics 
on 5/1/81 for official use of item during tenure in Senate. 

Gold Crown. Recd: Nov. 18, 1981. Est. value: in excess of $140. Object 
being held by Commission on Art and Antiquities, awaiting decision on 
disposition. 


— 


Admiral Sudomo, indonesian Chief of Staff, 
Indonesia. 


| Yoo Hak Seong, Director, Agency for National 


| Security Planning, Republic of Korea. 


REPORT OF TRAVEL OR EXPENSES OF TRAVEL 


Oe easton o tee ose eoerass ete city el 
tes 


August 13-27, 1981—Air Transportation furnished within New Zealand............ 


August 27-28, 1981. Lodging, food, and transportation within outlying areas 
of Canada to meet with Senior Government Officiais and Scientists. 


April 9-14, 1981. Transportation, food and lodging within Saudi Arabia ............ 


Royal New Zealand Air Force, Government of 
New Zealand. 


The Canadian Department of Extemai Affairs 
and the Government of the Province of Ontar- 


David Boren, U.S. Senator | ..... 


and Mrs. Boren. 


Bill Bradley, US. Senator and 
Mrs. Bradley. 


William F. Hildenbrand, Secre- 
tary of the Senate. 

Howard H. Liebengood, Ser- 
geant at Arms and Mrs. Lie- 


bengood. 
Michael D. Hathaway, — 
Director, Committee 

Energy & Natural Re. 
sources and Mrs. Hathaway. 


io. 
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Mr. G. Cranwell Montgomery, 
Special, Counsel to Majority 
Leader. 

Thomas Griscom, Press Sec- 
fetary to Majority Leader. 

Jan Novins, Professional Staff 
Member, Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Yvonne Hopkins, Secretary to 
Delegation. 


Name and title of recipient 


Thomas P. O'Neill, Jr., Speak- 
er of the House 


Stephen J. Solarz, Member of 
Congress. 


Name and title of recipient 


George E. Danielson, Member 
of Congress. 

Hamilton Fish, Member of 
Congress. 

Sam B. Hall, Member of Con- 
gress. 

Romano L. Mazzoli, Member 
of Congress. . 

Patricia Schroeder, Member of 
Congress. 

Stephen J. Solarz, Member of 
Congress. 

Garner J. Cline, 
Committee. 

Arthur P. Andres, Judiciary 
Committee 

David Frank, Foreign Affairs 
Committee. 

Peter J. Levinson, Judiciary 
Committee. 


Judiciary 


Harris Miller, Judiciary Com- 


mittee. 
William P. Shattuck, Judiciary 
Committee 
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U.S. House of Representatives, Committee on Standards of Offical Conduct 


REPORT OF TANGIBLE GIFTS 
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Circumstances justifying 
acceptance 





Gift, date of acceptance, estimated value and current disposition or location | Identity of foreign donor and government 


Non-acceptance would have 
caused embarrassmeni to 
and US. Govern- 


Silver Serving Tray. Recd January 5, 1981. Est. Value—$85. Approved for | Ali Bengelioun, Ambassador of Morocco 
Official display in Speaker's Dining Room. 


donor 
ment 
| Do 


Pakistani Rug approx. 50” x 72”. Recd December 21, 1980. Est. Value— | President Zia, Pakistan............ 


$400. Approved for officiat display in office of Donee. 





REPORT OF TRAVEL OR EXPENSES OF TRAVEL 


Brief description of travel or travel expenses occurring entirely outside 
United States 


at : ‘ Circumstances justifyin 
identity of foreign donor and government acceptance 9 


Congressional Delegation to 
inspect refugee camps. 
Do. 





Helicopter travel to and from refugee camps along, Cambodian berder Kingdom: Of Thailands..............-..cuercseesnrenee : 


AO... Do 


do .. Do. 


| Government of Indomesia.............-...0000« 


hme rerirenpreuen rere 


Round trip air travel between Jakarta & Jogykarta, Indonesia.. | Fact-finding trip 


| Helicopter travel to and from refugee camps along Cambodian border wea] sone Do 


| 


-do Do. 


| Round trip air travel between Jakarta & Jogykarta, indonesia.. do Do. 


Helicopter travel to and from refugee camps along Cambodian border... do Do. 


ELLIO Aabintatsienadencansi voouheapoaapellaipiesindcironsesitecnin tbpetonited do Do. 





.do 





[mein ji bicasuleanapilinien 


ee 





Name and title of recipient 


Martin V. Dagata, Mission Di- 
rector, USAID/Tunis. 


Dudiey Williarns, Agricultural 
Counselor, Tokyo, Japan. 
Frank R. Larson, Officer in 
Charge, Plant Protection 
and Quarantine Programs, 
Animal and Plant Health In- 
spection Service (APHIS). 
Do : 


Brig Gen Robert E. Chapman, 
VC, Armament Div 


Capt James W. Elder til, Air- 
craft Commander. 

Col Harry W. Glaze, 554 CE/ 
cc. 

Maj Gen Fred A. Haeffner, 
314 AD/CC. 

Gen James V. Hartinger, 
CINCNORAD. 

Lt Col Carl G. Morrison, USAF 
Liaison Officer to SICOFAA. 

Honorable Verne Orr, Secre- 
tary of the Air Force. 


REPORT OF TANGIBLE GIFTS 
All Gifts Received From Foreign Officials Over Minimum Dollars, January 20 through December 31, 1981 


Circumstances justifying 
acceptance 


Gift, date of acceptance, estimated value and current disposition or location | identity of foreign donor and government 


Rachid. Bougatef, President-Director General 
Central. Tunisia Development Authority. 


Nen-acceptance would have 
caused embarrassment to 
donor and U.S. Govern- 
ment. 


Two framed Tunisian Paintings. Recd: Nov. 13, 1981. Est. value: $150 
each. Added to the Director’s Residence. Official Inventory at Post. 


| One Ladies Seiko Quartz Watch. Recd: Dec. 10, 1981. Est. value: $200. To 
be delivered to GSA. | 
| Seiko Quartz Watch: Recd: Nov. 3, 1981. Est. value: $125. Reported to 
GSA and stored in APHIS, Field Servicing Office pending disposition by 
GSA. 


Sent to the United States 


rE: 
| Japanese Horse Racing Association 


Shinji Kubota, Consul of Japan, Consulate— 
General of Japan. 


| Gifts. delivered by maib follow- 
ing departure of Prime Min- 
ister Suzuki 


.| Two Maruman Cigarette Lighters. Recd: Nov. 3, 1981. Est. vaiue: $20 each 
Reported to GSA and stored in APHIS, Field Servicing Office pending | 
| disposition by GSA. | 
ee ee 
Seiko watch. Recd May 21, 1981. Est. value: $150. Stored in AFMPC/ | 
MPCASA. 


Do. 


Gen Paredes Diago Cmdr, Colombian AF .| Nom-aceeptance would have 
caused embarrassment to 
donor and U.S, Government 
on all items reported om this 
report. 

Do 


$500 cash. Recd: Oct. 8, 1981. Deposited with U.S. Treasury Prime Minister Prem Thailand .................. 





Seiko watch. Recd: June 3, 1980. Est. value: $200. Stored in AFMPC/ 
MPCASA. 

Chiming Grandfather Clock. Recd: Dec. 29, 1980. Est. value: $1,000. 
Approval for display in Commander's office. 

Seiko watch. Recd: May 23, 1981. Est. value: $300. Stored in AFMPC/ 
MPCAS. 

Seiko stainiess steel watch. Recd: May 19, 1981. Est. value: $150. 
Approved for continued wear while association continues with SICOFAA. 
Engraved silver cigarette box. Recd: Oct. 23, 1981. Est. value: $1,000. | Prime Minister of Thailand 

Approved for official display in office of donee. 


Royal Saudi AF 
Minister of National Def, Republic of Korea......... d 


Gen Paredes Diago 








Joseph Churba, Office of 
Strategic Assessments. 


Major General Edward B. At- 
keson, Commander, US 
Army Concepts Analysis 
Agency 

Sergeant First Ciass Billie H. 
Leland, Wardmaster, Eisen- 
hower Suite, Walter Reed 
Army Medical Center. 

General E. C. Meyer, US 
Army Chief o: Staff. 

General E. C. Meyer, US 
Army Chief of Staff. 


General Gienn K. Otis, Com- 
mander. 

Major General Robert L. 
Schweitzer, Director of 
Strategy, Pians & Policy, 
HQDA, ODCSOPS. 

Major General Howard F. 
Stone, Commander, 9th in- 
frantry Division & Ft Lewis 
(then). 

Robert E. Taylor, Chief, US 
Army Logistics Section, US 
Liaison Office, Kuwait. 

Knute A. Tofte-Nielsen, Chief, 
Doctrine & International Ac- 
tivities Branch, Office of the 
Surgeon Generali, Depart- 
ment of the Army. 

General John A. Wickham, Jr. 
Commander, United Nations 
Command. 


Name and title of recipient 


Major General Stan R. Sheri- 
dan, Director of Engineer- 
ing, DARCOM 

Brigadier General John J. 
Yeosock, Project Manager, 
Saudi Arabian National 
Guard Modernization. 
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U.S. Arms Control & Disarmament Agency 


executed in Capiz shell, fabric, straw, metal, and/or wodd. Recd: Nov. 25, 
1981. Est. value: $255. Reported to GSA and stored in Office of the 
General Counsel. 


Name and title of recipient Git, ete of acceptance, estimated value and cunt dapositon o fcation | identity of foreign donor and government 


aon - 4 


Varied group of Philippine handicrafts for personal and household use | President and Mrs. Marcos, Philippines ...] 


| @ susstify 





Two cases of Argentine wine. One case of Argentine champagne. Recd: 
July 1981. Est. value: $100.00. Used to support official functions. 


eke Rolex Oyster Watch, Model Geneve-Bienne, SN 6322793. Recd: 
May 1981. Est. value: $7,300.00 FBi—official use. 


israeli Army 5.56mm Assault Rifle, SN 2022454 (Galil). Recd: September | 


1981. Est. value: $1,000.00. Fort Bragg, NC—official use. 
Venezuelan Nationa! fiag, 3 x 5 feet, handmade of heavy red, green, and 


yellow satin with hand-embroidered national coat of arms. Recd: July | 


1981. Est. value: $2,000.00. Walter Reed Army Medical Center—official 
use 

Rossi Pioneer .38 special Pistol. Recd: September 1981. Est. value: 
$450.00. Fort Monroe, Virginia. Casemate Museum—official use. 

Smith & Wesson 44 Magnum Revolver, Model #29-2, SN N647076. Recd 


Alexandria, VA 22332 


January 1980. Est. value: $460.00. US Army Military Personnel Center, | 


9mm “Commando” pistol, SN 58389. Recd: August 1961. Est. value: 


$250.00. Fort Leavenworth, KS—official use. 


Arabian coffee pot & Incense burner. Recd: July 1981. Est. value: $150.00. 
US Army Military Personnel Center, Alexandria, VA 22332. 


| 


| Colonel Dominic Alvarez, Honduran Army; Hon- 


| 
Lieutenant 


Brigadier General Maliea Gil, Argentine Military 
Attache Argentina. 


Lieutenant General Amir Machmud, Minister of 
Home Affairs; indonesia 


Lieutenant General Eitan, Chief of Staff, De- 
fense Forces, Israel. | 

General Rafael M. Granadillo, Commander, Ven- 
ezuelan Army; Venezuela 


General Antonio F. Marques, Chief of Staff, | 
Brazilian Army; Brazil i 
duras. 


General Leopoldo Galtier, Com- 
mander-in-Chief Argentine Army, Argentina 





Brigadier General Abdul Azia Al-Sayegh, Director | 
of Logistics, Kuwait Armed Forces; Kuwait 


Rolex Oyster Watch, SN 6541286 Perpetual Model with Saudi Royal Family | Colonel Rashid Al-Kuwaity, Director of Medical 


seal on face. Recd: November 1981. Est. value: $750.00. US Army 
Military Personnel Center, Alexandria, VA 22332 


| 





Services, Armed Forces of the United Arab 
Emirates; United Arab Emirates. 


Cuff Links and tie clip set. Recd: January 1981. Est. value: $300.00. FBi— | Lieutenant General Chung, Commander, ROK 
| Special Warfare Command; Korea 


Official use 


REPORT OF TRAVEL OR EXPENSES OF TRAVEL 


Brief description of travel or travel expenses occurring entirely outside 
United States 


Payment of hotel bill for three nights’ lodging 


Payment of hotel bill for one night's lodging 





Name and title of recipient 


William J. Casey, Director 


Central intelligence Agency 


sa 


identity of foreign donor and government 


German Government .........0.fccesessessensnesnsonensnnenee 


.| Saudi Arabian Government........ 


a 
| To preclude potential. embar- 


rassment to US Goverm- 
ment and government of 
donor 
Do. 





REPORT OF TANGIBLE GIFTS 


Gift, date of acceptance, estimated value and current disposition or location 


All Gifts Received From Foreign Officials Over Minimum Dollars, January 20 through December 31, 1981 


identity of foreign donor and government 





Garden rug, 6.4 x 4.2; ivory background with lobed medailion, vased flower 
and bird field, floral trellising and paimette guard border on variegated 
eggplant background. Recd: June 1981. Est. value: $350. Retained for 
Official display. 


..| Gentleman's Rolex Oyster Perpetual Day-Date wristwatch. Bloodstone dial, 


18 karat yellow gold attachment. Recd: April 1961. Est. value: $3,250. To 
be reported to GSA for disposition 


.| Leopard skin and hide lady's purse; Leopard skin trophy. Recd: May 1, 


1981. Est. value: $195. To be reported to GSA for disposition. 

Seven piece coffee set coffee pot and six handieless cups with gilt 
repousse banding. Approximately 24 oz. Recd: April 1981. Est. value: 
$192. To be reported to GSA for disposition. 


Blue and white porcelain vase. Bulbous shape with three lotus medallions | 


of mountainous landscapes alternating to reticulation basket work. H; 9. 
Recd: May 4, 1981. Est. value: $175. Retained for official dispiay. 

Brass, copper and silver circular tray; contemporary. D: 27. Recd: July 13, 
1981. Est. value: $150. Retained for official display 


.| Malachite and soapstone chess set and board. 32 chessmen and round 


playing board. D: 17. Recd: June 17, 1981. Est. value: $250. Retained for 
Official display. 


..| Sterling 3-light candelabrum, contemporary. Round tapered standard with 


raised Buddhas, scroll arms cresting in floral candle sockets. H: 11 
Recd: Nov. 9, 1981. Est. value: $150. To be reported to GSA for 
” : 

(a) Man's Timejet quartz daté watch with stainless steel band; (b) Lady's 
Watron digitial watch, gold-filled case; (c) Cloisonne vase, contemporary. 
Bulbous body, concave neck, flaring rim, with wood stand. H: 12. Recd: 
Aug. 12, 1981. Est value: $190 (a) and (b) retained for storage; (c) 
retained for official display. 





Public Law 95-105 A(F) (4)... 
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Adm. B. FR. Inman, fg 
Deputy Director, CIA. display case. H: overall 18. Recd: July 1, 1981. Est. value: $250. To be 

reported to GSA for disposition. 

Gentieman’s ensernble consisting of: Corum quartz wrist watch, money clip, 
pair of cuff links, fountain pen and mechanical pencil. Money clip, cuff 
links, pen and pencil in 14 karat (585) yellow-white gold. Watch in 
stainless steel. Within gift case. Recd: Nov. 30, 1981. Est. value: $350. 
To be reported to GSA for disposition. 

Richard Lehman, Vice Chair- | Replica of gold crown with jade ornaments, within four-sided glass and top 
man, National intelligence display case. H: overall 18. Recd: October 1980 (report received too late 
Council. for inclusion in last listing). Est. value: $250. To be reported to GSA for 

disposition. 


Do... Onion hardstone triple bead necklace and matching pair of earrings. Each 
- Strand of necklace with 7 and Yemm beads, screw back pendant type 
earrings approx. 20mm. 10 karat yellow gold mounts. Recd: May 4; 1981. 
Est. value: $225. To be reported to GSA for disposition. 


Malcolm Baidrige, Secretary......| 14K solid amethyst pendant with 16” chain. Recd: October 1981. Est. 
value: $250. Approved for official display in office of donee. 


One set of smokey topaz cufflinks. Recd: October 1981. Est. value: $180. 
Approved for official displayin office of donee. 

12” octagon lacquer condiment box with cray fish design in mother of pearl. 
Recd: October 1981. Est. value: $200. Approved for official display in 
office of donee. 

Black lacquer jewelry box inlaid with mother of pearl, Peacock design on 
front doors, 13%"x11"x6". Recd: October 1981. Est. value: $350. 
Approved for official display in office of donee. 


rt 


Department of Defense 


Richard Armitage, Deputy As- | Silver box, with design on lid, 6”x3". Recd: November 1981. Est. value: | General Prem Tinsulanonda, Prime Minister of | Non-acceptance would have 
sistant Secretary of De- $1450. Approved for official display in office of donee. Thailand. 
fense (East Asia and Pacific 


May 5, 1981. Est. value: $250. | MG’Omar Eltayib, Minister of State for Security, 
Space Management and Services| Sudan. 


tusk, on wooden base. Recd: June 
display in office of donee. 
ee eas «14"x1 
alue: $200. Reported to GSA and 


Gen. Abdel Majid Hamid Khalil, MOD and VP 
Sudan. 

Minister of Foreign Relations and Worship, 
Oscar H. Camition of Argentina. 


Ivory vase, ornately carved. Recd: Sept. 15, 1981. ‘Est. value: $275. | Vice Adm. Lomponda, Secretary of State for 
Approved for official display in office of donee. National Defense, Republic of Zaire. 
“io tice wine tea service, engraved. Recd: September 1981. Est. value: | Minister of Defense Choo of Korea. 
$500. Approved for official display in office of donee. 
Frank’ C. Carlucci, Deputy 18K yellow gold men’s Rolex watch, with Ebony-tike dial, calendar window; His Majesty King Hassan the second of Moroc- 
Secretary of Defense and and i co. 


Lt. Gen. Ernest Graves, USA, Military Attache, Democratic Republic of Sudan...) Non-acceptance would have 
Former Director, Defense ‘ by 2 caused embarrassment to 
Security Assistant Agency. i i i iti ¥ " donor and could have ad- 

versely affected the foreign 
relations of the U.S. Gov- 
ernment. 

Dr. Fred C. Ikle, Under Secre- | Ornate wooden box with inlaid Egyptian design, 10” x6" 3". Silver key | Lt. Gen. Abu Ghazala, MOD of Egypt. 
tary of Defense for Policy. ting/chain with Egyptian design in relief on both sides. Recd: June 15, caused embarrassment to 

1981. Est. value: $145 combined Box was approved for official display in donor and U.S. Govern- 
eS 
of Defense (Administration). 
Maj. Gen. Richard V. Secord, Snakeskin purse with handles, tan. Snakeskin desk set. Recd: Aug. 10, | Maj. Gen. Magid, Vice President Sudan 
1981. Est. value: $350 combined. Reported to GSA and stored in Space 
Management and Services pending disposition by GSA. 


- 


Steuare ise Cis © sewrd. > ent ind tem, Sat Aug. } Lt. Col. Johnny Abdou, Lebanese G-2, Lebanon... 


Gen. Abdel Magid Hamid Khalil, 1st Vice Presi- } Non-acceptance would have 
dent of the Democratic Republic of Sudan, caused embarrassment to 
donor. 
Do. 


Do. 
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3, 1981. Est. value: $125. Reported to GSA and stored in Space 
Management and Services pending disposition by GSA. 
Eight-piece brown leather desk set, with Egyptian design in goid Reccd Feb. 
11, 1981. Est. value: $125. Reported to GSA and stored in Space Egypt. 
Management and Services pending disposition by GSA. 
Turkish rug, approx. 4'51/2”2°7", tan with red, black, and blue design. | Deputy Prime Minister Turgut Ozal, Turkish Em- 
Recd: Feb. 23, 1981. Est. value: $400. Approved for official use in office | bassy. 
of donee. 
.4| Set of three celadon ceramic pots. Recd: Apr. 21, 1981. Est. value: $120. | Gen. and Mrs..Lew Byong Hion, C/JCS, Korean 
Approved for official display in office of donee. ' 
38 caliber pistol. Recd: June 1981. Est. value: $400. Reported to GSA and 


1981. Est. value: $400. Approved for official use by donee. 

Elephant tusk carved into connecting elephants, approx. 18” tong, on | His Excellency the 1st Vice President and Minis- 
wooden base. Recd: July 28, 1981. Est. value: $250. Approved for official ter of Defense of Sudan. 
display in office of donee. 

Silver box, 71/2” x3”, with design on lid. Recd: October 1981. Est. value: | Gen. Prem Tinsulanonda, Prime Minister of Thai- 
$250. Approved for official display in office of donee. land. 

Musket, antique, used in Battle of Yorktown 200 years ago. Recd: Oct. 14, | Monsieur Charles Hernu, Minister of Defense of 
1961. Est. value: $2,500. Approved for official display in office of donee. France. 

Silver box, 5” 3”. Recd: November 1981. Est. value: $200. Approved for 

Official display in office of donee. 

Nine Talmudic Period oil lamps, formed as a Hanukieh, found in Jersusa- 

fem, about 1,500 years old, in large plastic case. Recd: November 30, 

1981. Est. value: $750. Stored in Space Management and Services 

pending disposition. 

Dagger, 14K gold sheath with diamonds, emeralds and rubies, approx. 18” 

long. Recd: Dec. 3, 1981. Est. value: $12,000. Approved for official 


' 8 8 8 


88 8 8 


Mrs. Lili Sharon, Wile of the Minsiter of De- 


value: over $100, Forwarded in accordance with DODD 1005.3 to Deputy 
Assistant Secretary of Defense (Administration). 


Director, Defense Logistics Agency, Cameron Station, Virginia. 


$700. Reported to GSA and stored in property 

disposition by GSA. 
Contemporary Venezuelan hand-oomed tapestry/wail 

2, 1981. Est. value: $250. Reported to GSA and stored in 

supply vault pending disposition by GSA. 


Paul A. Votcker, Chairman........./ Statuette. January 19, 1981. Est. value: $250-$400. A part of the perma- 
nent art display at the Board. 


Gold commemorative coin. Riecd: March 1961. Est. value: $475. On 
temporary display at Board pending ultimate disposition. 
Coin and currency set. Recd: Sept. 9, 1981. Est. value: $720. On temporary 
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Name and title of recipient GA, date of acceptance, estimated valve and curent deposition or caton | Menty of foreign dono ard goverment Cromer Late 


Department of Health and Human Services 


J. Casady, Chief, Sta- | Man's watch, stainless steel. Zodiac, model No. 1264 722. Recd: Oct. 30, | Dr. Abdul Rahman Al-Awadi, Minister of Public Non-acceptance would have 
i 1981. Est. value: $500. Reported to GSA periding disposal action. Health, State of Kuwait. 


1981. Est. value: $500. Reported to GSA pending disposal action. 


Man’s watch, stainless steel. Zodiac, model No. 1264 722. Recd: Oct..30, 
1981. Est. value: $500. Reported to GSA pending disposal action. 


Man's watch, 18k gold case, leather band. Favre-Leuba 6/n 3629.21.043. 
Recd: Oct. 30, 1981. Est. value: $1,200. Reported to GSA pending 


Wooden inlaid chest containing various locally-made items such as a cigar | President Marcos, Republic of the Philippines........| Non-acceptance would have 
humidor, ornamental wooden boxes and placemats. Recd: September caused embarrassment to 
1981. Est. value: $700. Reported to GSA and stored in Office of Security 5 
pending disposition by GSA. 


Binoculars. Recd: May 1981. Est. value: $155. Put into official use at | Japanese Consulate Inappropriate to refuse. Ac- 


cepted from Consulate in 
behalf of Japanese Prime 
Minister in transit through 
Anchorage. 


REPORT OF TRAVEL OR EXPENSES OF TRAVEL 


Brief description of travel or travel expenses occurring entirely outside ' Circumstances justityin 
United States Kdentity of foreign donor and government qnvaplence 9 
Department of Justice 


..| Ruth Levin was born in Bonn, 
Germany and being Jewish, 
had to flee for safety from 
religious persecution. To 
“renew” friendship, the city 
of Bonn sponsored this trip 
for al’ Jewish survivors of 
pre-holocaust residents of 


REPORT OF TANGIBLE GiFTS 


——e a ~—= 


National Security Agency 


Silver cigarette box. Estimated value—$300.00. Approved for official display Senior official of a foreign government. 
in office of donee. 


..| Oriental golden crown. Estimated value—$250.00. Approved for official 
display in office of donee. 
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Department of the Navy 


Prosidendal staf for officiel Gaplay. 





Siver ashtray—approx. 12” x 12” with inlaid stone. Recd June 10, 1981. 
Est. value—$375 (Appraised). Reported to GSA and stored in Office of 
Protocol pending disposition by GSA. 


Silver dish with Spanish crest and signed by King and Queen of Spain— 
approx. 6%” x 8%”. Recd October 17, 1981. Est. value—$500 (Ap- 
praised). Reported to GSA and stored in Office of Protocol pending 

ition by GSA. 

Gold Vacheron Constantin Geneve watch w/gold inlay basket-weave brace- 
let—tag 1.D. R15001/206 b. 536254, m. 702827, in biack leather foid 
jewelry case. Recd November 5, 1981. Est. value—$7,000 (Appraised). 
Reported to GSA and stored in Office of Protocol pending disposition by 
GSA. 


Silver box, approx 7%" x 5”, crest on cover with donor's. name inscribed. 
Recd November 5, 1981. Est. value—$250 (Appraised). Reported to GSA 
and stored in Office of Protocol pending disposition by GSA. 

Ladies, gold Baume & Mercier wristwatch, 14K, Roman numerals, black 
reptile strap. Recd May 6, 1961. Est. Value—$550. Transferred to GSA. 


Rolex Oyster Perpetual watch, stee! case, black face, No. 6303262 30 J, 
numbers around red & blue fing, initials of donor {P.8.S.) on back, 
bracelet in basket weave design. Recd November 2, 1961. Est. Value— 
$1,200. Reported to GSA and stored in Office of Protocol pending 
disposition by GSA. 

18K gold coin cuff links. Recd April 24, 1981. Est. Value—$400. Transferred 
to GSA. 


Oriental rug, geometric design, approx. 5x10’. Recd June 1981. Est. 
Value—$1,000. Approved for official use in office of Donee. 


Oriental rug, green and brown, geometric design, approx. 4'x6’. Recd 
October 22, 1981. Est. Value—$400. Approved for official use in Office of 
Donee. 

Pale green marble top table, approx. 18"x24", brass stand with floral 
border—marbie top recd in damaged, sreparable condition. Recd in Aug. 
1981 and delivered on February 23, 1982. Est. Value—$200. Disposition 
to be determined. 

Man's gold (14K) Baume & Mercier wristwatch, gold face, black reptile 
Strap. Recd May 5, 1981. Est. Value—$920. Transferred to GSA. 
Rug—geometyio pattern, beige background, predominantely maroon & 
green, approx. 5%'x3%’. Recd in 1977 under provisions P.L. 89-673. 
Returned to Office of Protocol following termination of official use— 
Transferred te GSA. 

Man’s gold (14K) Baume & Mercier wristwatch, Roman numerals, black 
reptile strap. Recd May 6, 1961. Est. Value—$920. Transferred to GSA. 


Pakistani rug, 4'x6', maroon. Recd June 1981. Est. Value—$250. Approved 
for official use, Room 5247—Dept. of State. 


Bracelet, possibly goid with circle in center mounted with unout. stones 
(diamonds?). Recd October 20, 1961. Est. Value—$150. Reported to 
GSA and stored in Office of Protocol pending disposition by GSA. 

..| Wool tug, approx. 10'x14’, geometrio oriental design, multicotored. Recd 
October 8, 1981. Est. Value—$600. Approved for official use in Room 
2513—Dept. of State. 





a3ge 
“iE 


fp 


a 
i 


1 


| 2 Oriental-design area rugs: 


.| 2 porcelain table lamp 
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Gold filigree oval brooch with uncut emerald and small rubies. Reod. July 
30, 1981. Est. Value—$800. Transferred to GSA. 

Gold cufflinks, square with raised design. Recd July 29, 1981. Est. Value— 
$475. Reported to GSA and stored in Office of Protocol pending 
disposition by GSA. 

Gold filigree bracelet, 1%” wide. Recd July 30, 1981. Est. Value—$700. 
Transferred to GSA. 

Gold bracelet, approx. 2” diameter, blue border, with open-work design, 
approx. %” wide Recd July 31, 1981. Est. Value—$700. Reporied to 
GSA and stored in Office of Protocol pending disposition by GSA. 


Man’s gold ring with tiger eye stone. Reod July 28, 1981. Est. Value—$350. 
Reported to GSA and stored in Office of Protocol pending disposition by 
GSA. 

Sitver Chopard watch, serial No. 175 975 1049, blue face, Arabic inscription 
on front case. Recd September 12, 1981. Est. Value—$250. Reported to 
GSA and stored in Office of Protocol pending disposition by GSA. 


Gold commemorative coin of Papal visit to Santo Domingo. Recd May 
1981. Est. Value—$550. Transferred to GSA. 


Rectangular mirror, approx. 5’ x 3’ with 3” white shell and coral border. 
Recd August 10, 1981. Est. Value—$500. Transferred to GSA. 


..| Ornamental tree with pearl-white shell blossoms, approx. 344’ high, mount- 


ed on shell base. Recd August 10, 1961. Est. Value—8600. Transterred 
to GSA. 


...| Celadon green platter, 12” round, leaf design. Recd February 1, 1981. Est. 


Value—$150. Reported to GSA and stored in Office of Protocol pending 


disposition by GSA. 

porcelain vase with smaiier vase inside (recd. in damaged 
condition) —outer vase 13” high, lattice design, 8%” diameter, inner vase, 
solid, approx. 12%” x 6%”. Reod February 1, 1981. Est. Value—$160. 
NE NS OS ee ee 


a snk lacquered jewelry box, approx. 164%" « 12” with mother-of-pear floral 


inlay on cover. Recd February 1961. Est. Value—$200. Reported 
eeprom byrne hincce sy, soc ty din aw 

“Spring Time Sliding” by Tommy Novakeel and Josia Manta- 

burehed metal/giass. Recd Maroh 10, 1961. Est. Vate— 

to GSA and stored in Department of State pending 


screenprint, approx. 40” «x 30%” by Lynda! Osborne, called 

“Peppermint Pillows”. Recd March 1981. Est. Value—$300. Reported to 

and stored in Department of State pending disposition by GSA. 

; (a) basically red w/white, black and red design, 
a@pprox. SoM x 64%" ¢ (b) basically beige with dk brown, red and gold 
design, approx. 36” x 60”. Recd April 1981. Est. Value—$300. Reported 
to GSA and stored in Department of State pending disposition by GSA. 

(a) incense burner, gold & silverplate, 4%" « 8%" w/Saudi crest; (b) gray 
Prayer rug, embroidered w/yeliow flowers, approx 13” x 32”.’ Reod April 
1981 (for Mrs. Haig). Est. Value—$175. Reported to GSA and stored in 
Offioe of Protocol pending disposition by GSA. 

2 cloisonne vases: (a) one with pink roses on green background, 10” high; 
(b) one with green and yellow roses on green background. Recd Apri 
1981. Est. Value—$150. Disposition as above. 


..| 2 @labaster lamp bases, 12” high. Recd May 1961. Est. Value—$150. 


Reported to GSA and stored in Office of Protocol pending disposition by 
GSA. 
bases, approx 12” high. Reod June 1981. Eset. 


. intricately carved ivory sculpture, approx. 10” high. Reod June 1981. Est. 


Value—$500. Reported to GSA and stored in Office of Protocol pending 
disposition by GSA. 

Bronze statue, 8” high, wolf and children “Romulus and Remus” on 
wooden base, inscribed with plaque from donor. Recd June 1981. Est. 
Value—$150. Reported to GSA and stored in Office of Protocol pending 
disposition by GSA. 


.| Siiver shell shaped, footed fruit bowl, approx. 10” diameter. Reod June 


1981. Est. Value—$150. Reported to GSA and stored in Office of 
Protocol pending disposition by GSA. 


...| White lambskin area rug, approx. 12’ x 9’, irregular shape, label “Bowron”. 


Reod June 1961. Est. Value—$500. Reported to GSA and stored in 
Office of Protocol pending disposition by GSA. 


..| (a) 2 pewter plates, approx. 11%” diameter, on stands with green reptile 


design; (b) pewter cigarette box w/green reptile design, inscribed with 

donor's name on cover. Reod June 7, 1981. Est. Value—$150. Reported 
Protocol pending disposition by GSA. 

bird for handle on back, flowers 

1 (for Mrs. Haig). Est. Value—$150. 

of Protooo! pending disposition by 


Philippine handicrafts 


Prince Moulay Abdallah, MOroCC0. .......0csccsesseersereenee 

Mrs. Saddam Hussein, wife of President of traq.... 

Prince Moulay Abdallah, Morocco 

Mrs. Saddam Hussein, wife of President of Iraq...) Attempts to decline were un 
sucoessful—further 


effort 
would have caused embar- 


Crown Prince Fahd, Saudi Arabia...........ccccseoseveee 


H. E. Emilio Ludovino, Fernandez Rojas, Foreign 
Relations Secretary, Dominican Republic. 


Col. Hwa-pyung Her, Assistant to President, Re- 
public of Korea. 


Minister Shinyong Lho, Ministry of Foreign Af- 
fairs, Korea. 


Mark MacGuigan, Seeretary of State for External 
Affairs, Canada. 
Pierre E. Trudeau, Prime Minister of Canada 


Justice Abdus Sattar, Acting President of Ban 
gladesh. 


HRH Mrs. Saud Al-Faisal, wife of Foreign Minis- 
ter of Saudi Arabia. 


Mr. Agha Shagi, Minister of Foreign Affairs Paki 


stan. 


Jean Francois Poncet, Foreign Minister, Franoe.... 


Christian Piccolo, Democratic Party Leader, Italy... 


President Eanes, Portugal 
Brian Tatboys, Deputy Prime Minister and Minie- 
ter of Foreign Affairs, New Zealand. 


Jose Lopez Portillo, President of Mexico 
Mrs. Anwar Sadat, wife of President of Egypt........ 
Presidem and Mrs. Marcos, Philippines 


Mrs. Carlos Romulo, wife of Foreign Minister ef 
Phitippines. 
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Round silver and copper table, 23” wide, 17” high. Recd August 10, 1981.. 
Est. Value—$300. Reported to GSA and stored in Department of State 
pending disposition by GSA. 

..| Brown leather hand-tooled briefcase, approx. 18” x 12”—label “Rame’s”. 
Recd August 1981. Est. Value—$150. Reported to GSA and stored in 
Office of Protocol pending disposition by GSA. 

Audemars Piguet watch, Royal Oak No. 2657. Recd September 12, 1981. 
Est. Value—$500. Reported to GSA and stored in Office of Protocol 
pending disposition by GSA. 

Silver cigarette box, approx. 5” x 8”, Nieloware design, emblem on cover, 
inscribed from donor on inside cover. Recd October 1981 (for Mrs. Haig). 
Est. Value—$300. Reported to GSA and stored in Office of Protocol 
pending disposition by GSA. 

..| Japanese cloisonne plate, blue and white, picturing 2 cranes, approx. 
10%” x 11%”. Recd April 1981. Est. Value—$150. Reported to GSA and 
stored in Office of Protocol pending disposition by GSA. 

Sterling silver cigarette box, approx. 5” x 7%” with crest and signature of 
donor on cover. Recd October 28, 1981. Est. Value—$300. Reported to 
GSA and stored in Office of Protocol pending by GSA. 

Gold commemorative coin. Recd November 10, 1981. Est. Value—$200. 
Reported to GSA and stored in Office of Protocol pending disposition by 
GSA. 

Sterling silver cigarette box, approx. 5%” x 8%” with donors’s name 
inscribed on cover. Recd November 17, 1981. Est. Value—$300. Report- 
ed to GSA and stored in Office of Protocol pending disposition by GSA. 

..| Gold commemorative coin. Recd November 17, 1981 (for Mrs. Haig). Est. 
Vaiue—$500. Reported to GSA and stored in Office of Protocol pending 
disposition by GSA. 

Silver paperweight commemorating Cancun Summit—approx 2” x 3”. Recd 
November 1981. Est. Value—$150. Reported to GSA and stored in Office 
of Protocol pending disposition by GSA. 

(a) sterling silver cigarette box approx 5” x 8” w/crest, inscribed from 
donor on cover; (b) gold commemorative coin, 1%” diameter and silver 
commemorative coin, 1%" diameter, both coins bear likeness of donor. 
Recd November 1981 (for Mrs. Haig). Est. Value—$500. Reported to 
GSA and stored in Office of Protocol pending disposition by GSA. 

Red and blue abstract painting, approx. 24’ x 3’, matted in beige linen. 
Recd November 1981. Est. Value—$250. Reported to GSA and stored in 
Department of State pending disposition by GSA. 

Gold pendant with iniaid stone, approx. 24” x 2%e"—reproduction. Recd 
November 1981 (for Mrs. Haig). Est. Value—$150. Reported to GSA and 
stored in Office of Protocol pending disposition by GSA. 

2 floor-length dresses: (a) green chiffon w/satin ribbon at waist; (b) green 
2-piece with beaded jacket and crepe sheath. Recd December 1981. (for 
Mrs. Haig). Est. Value—$150. Retention for official use authorized. 

3 floortength dresses: (a) hot pink chiffon; (b) blue, shirred waist style; (c) 
white chiffon with over-cape. Recd August 1981. (for Mrs. Haig). Est. 
Vaiue—$200. Retention for official use authorized. 

Oil jugiet from Hasmonean period, found in Jerusalem—2115 years oid. 
Recd December 1981. Est. Value—$2,000. Approved for official display in 
Donee’s office. 

Oriental rug, cotton back, approx. 4’ x 6’—8” patterned border of biack, 
rust and green—beige background. Recd August 30, 1981. Est. Value— 
$300. Approved for official display in Donee’s office. 

Chinese lacquer pen and pencil set by S. T. Dupont, Paris—Certif. No. 
41776. Recd October 1981. Est. Value—$1,300. Reported to GSA and 
stored in Office of Protocol pending disposition by GSA. 

Rolex Oyster Perpetual watch, steel case, black face, numbers around red 
and blue ring, initials of donor (P.B.S.) on back, bracelet in basket weave 
design. Recd November 2, 1981. Est. Value—$1,200. Reported to GSA 
and stored in Office of Protocol pending disposition by GSA. 

14K white gold cuff links encircled with diamonds. Recd April 25, 1981. Est. 
Value—$140. Transferred to GSA. 


Jeane J. Kirkpatrick, U.S. 
Representative to the 
United Nations. 

David F. Lambertson, Ameri- 
can Embassy, London. 


Robert P. Liscouski, Office of 
Security, Washington Fieid 
Office. 


Howard Lynde, Office of Se- 
curity, New York Field 
Office. 

Witiam J. Maher, Office of 
Security, Chicago Field 
Mike Marcolivio, Office of Se- 
-_ New York Field 


(a) Pair of silver cuff links with Saudi design; (b) silver key chain, medailion 
design. Recd April 25, 1981. Est. Value—$150. Transferred to GSA. 


Gold bracelet with raised design. Recd July 30, 1981. Est. Value—$500. 
Transferred to GSA. 


Gold bracelet, blue and floral design with openwork motif in center. Recd 
July 27, 1981. Est. Value—$600. Reported to GSA and stored in Office of 


gold 
and blue sapphire stem—serial 1095595/37213. Recd September 12, 
1962. Est. Value—$800. Reported to GSA and stored in Office of 
Protocol pending disposition by GSA. 


Pakistani Bokara rug, oriental design, shades of brown with black, gold and 
cranberry, approx. 5’°9"x4'. Recd May 1981. Est. Value—$480 (Cus- 
toms). Retained for official use in Donee's office. 

Gold bracelet, 1” wide, incised design. Recd July 30, 1961. Est. Value— 
$600. Transferred to GSA. 


Rolex Oyster Perpetual watch, biack face, gold numbers with initials of 
donor (P.8.S.) on back, stainless case and bracelet in basket weave 
design. Recd November 2, 1981. Est. Value—$1,200. Reported to GSA 
and stored in Office of Protocol pending disposition by GSA. 

Philippine gold coin, 1,500 pesos, special edition. Recd August 1981. Est. 
Vaiue—$200. Reported to GSA and stored in Office of Protocol pending 
disposition by GSA. 


Mrs. Zenko Suzuki, wife of Prime Minister of 
Japan. 


Willibaid Pahr, Federal Minister for Foreign Al- 
fairs, Austria. 


Dr. Jose Alberto Zambrano Velasco, Foreign 
Minister, Venezuela. 


Mrs. Betty de Herrera Campins, wife of Presi- 
dent of Venezuela. 


President Lopez Portillo, Mexico 


HM Hussein 1, King Of JOPdOm ....ceecccccsscseeeeeeeen 


Jorge Castaneda, Secretary of Foreign Reia- 


Mrs. Neoma G. de Castaneda, wife of Secretary 
of Foreign Relations, Mexico. 


Mrs. Imelda Marcos, wife of President of Philip- 


Ariel Sharon, Minister of Defense, Israel................. 


General Mohammad Zia-ul Haq, President of 
Pakistan. 


Sheik Rashid, Sultan of Abu Dhabi, United Arab 
Emirates. 


Sheik _Yamani, Minister of Petroleum, Saudi 


Mrs. Saddam Hussein, wife of President of iraq... 





Name and title of recipient 


Thomas A. Nassif, 
Chief of Protocol. 


Deputy 


Richard Pelych, Office of Se- 
curity, Chicago Field Office. 


Danie! Pocus, Office of Secu- 
rity 


Jeffrey N. Pursell, Office of 
Security, Washington Field 
Office. 

Myer Rashish, Under Secre- 
tary for Economic Affairs. 


Al Santos, Office of Security, 
New York Field Office. 

John M. Sapanara, Office of 
Security, New York Field 
Office. 

David T. Schneider, Deputy 
Assistant Secretary 


David T. Schneider, American 
Ambassador to Bangladesh. 

Jeffrey Schwarz, Office of Se- 
curity, Los Angeles Field 
Office. 

Office of Security—items (a) 
thru (u). 


Do....... 
Do..... 


PS 888 8 


Pree 8 


Paul Sorenson, Office of Se- 
curity, Resident Agent— 
Pittsburgh. 

John J. Stein, Office of Secu- 
rity 


Arthur T. Tienken, U.S. Am- 
bassador to Gabon. 


Jeff Todd, Office of Security, 
Washington Field Office. 
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..| Man's wristwatch, mesh style bracelet, green malachite face, “Chopard” | Crown Prince Fahd, Saudi Arabia...........ccsrssrersses 


Geneva—Serial' 175952 1049 1. Recd September 12, 1981. Est. Value— 
$3,000. Reported to GSA and stored in Office of Protocol pending 
disposition by GSA. 

Man's Dunhill watch, sterling silver, black face, Roman numerals, Swiss 
quartz, No. 2 29363, black alligator strap. Recd November 5, 1981. Est. 
Value—$795 (Appraised). Reported to GSA and stored in Office of 
Protocol pending disposition by GSA. 

Man's gold (14K) Baume and Mercier wristwatch, gold face (no numerals), 
black reptile strap. Recd May 6, 1981. Est. Value—$700. Transferred to 
GSA. 

Gold bracelet, blue and floral design with openwork motif in center. Recd 
July 30, 1981. Est. Valué—$600. Reported to GSA and stored in Office of 
Protocol pending disposition by GSA. 

Gold cuff links with Saudi crest. Recd April 1981. Est. Value—$350. 
Transferred to GSA. 


Silver bowl, 23 troy ounces—handmade, fluted design, decorated with 
turquoise or malachite. Recd June 10, 1981. Est. Value—$2,200. Report- 
ed to GSA and stored in Office of Protocol pending disposition by GSA. 

Gold filigree bracelet with green stone in scroll setting. Recd July 30, 1981. 
Est. Value—$500. Transferred to GSA. 

Gold bracelet, consisting of 6 discs, bordered in biue with cutwork designs. 
Recd July 31, 1981. Est. Value—$600. Reported to GSA and stored in 
Office of Protocol pending disposition by GSA. 

(a) lead crystal footed compote, 6” diameter, 7%" tall; (b) black onyx 
cufflinks by Pierre Cardin; (c) Nina Ricci silk dotted tie, brown back- 
ground. Recd November 9, 1981. Est. Value—$150. Reported to GSA 
and stored in Office of Protocol pending disposition by GSA. 

9’ x 12’ jute carpet, orienta! rug pattern. Recd May 19, 1981. Est. Value— 
$140. Approved for official use at Embassy Residence. 

Man's gold (14K) Baume and Mercier wristwatch, gold face (no numbers) 
with brown reptile strap. Recd May 6, 1981. Est. Value—$920. Trans- 
ferred to GSA. 

Man’s Seiko Quartz Inst. Day-Date watch No. HA 124, Serial ON 1442. 
Recd June 25, 1981. Items (a) thru (u). Est. Value—$175. Transferred to 
GSA—items (a) thru (u). 

(®) Man's Seiko watch, gold face, No. FD 216, Serial 043472, brown lizard 
strap. Est. Value—$195. 

(c) Man's Seiko quartz watch, gold face, No. FD 216, Serial No. 063863 
brown lizard strap. Est. Value—$195. 

(d) Man’s Seiko quartz watch, gold face, No. FD 216, Serial No. 042054, 
brown lizard strap. Est. Value—$195. 

(e) Man's Seiko quartz watch, gold face, No. FD 216, serial No. 063891 
brown lizard strap. Est. Value—$195. 


..| (f) Man's Seiko watch, brace strap, No. HGO92M, Serial #000681. Est. 


Value—$215. 
(g) Man’s Seiko watch, gold face, No. FS040, serial No. 900733. Est. 
Value—$215. 


.| (h) Man's Seiko quartz watch, gold face, No. FS040, Serial No. 990062. 


Est. Value—$215. 

() Man’s Seiko quartz watch, No. FS048, Serial No. 9N0084, black lizard 
strap. Est. Value—$215. 

@ Man's Seiko quartz watch, brace strap, No. FY412M, Serial No. ON0934. 
Est. Value—$225. 

(k) Man’s Seiko quartz watch, gold face, Roman numerals, brace strap, No. 
HLO38M, Serial ON 1678. Est. Value—$250. 


..| () Man’s Seiko quartz watch, brace strap, No. UV134M, Serial No. ON 


1538. Est. Value—$250. 


..| (m) Man's Seiko quartz watch, brace strap, No. UV134M, Serial ONO948. 


Est. Value—$250. 


-| (n) Man's Seiko quartz watch, brace strap, No. UV134M, Serial ONO746. 


Est. Value—$250. 
(0) Man's Seiko quartz watch, brace strap, No. UV134M, Serial ON1419. 
Est. Value—$250. 


.-| (p) Man’s Seiko quartz watch, brace strap, No. UV134A, Serial ON1538. 


Est. Value—$250. 

(q) Man's Seiko quartz watch, brace strap, No. UV134A, Serial 00110. Est 
Value—$250. 

() Man’s Seiko quartz watch, brace strap, No. UV134M, Serial ON1569. 
Est. Value—$250. 

(s) Man's Seiko quartz watch, brace strap, No. UV134M, Serial ONO147. 
Est. Value—$250. 

(0 Man's Seiko quartz watch, brace strap, No. UV134M, Serial ON1126. 
Est. Value—$250. 


.| (u) Man's Seiko quartz watch, brace strap, No. UV134M, Serial ON0649. 


Est. Value—$250. 
14K gold Baume and Mercier watch, gold face, Roman numerals, brown 
reptile strap. Recd May 6, 1981. Est. Value—$600. Transferred to GSA. 


Rolex Oyster Perpetual watch, steel case, black face with numbers around 
black ring, bracelet in basket weave design—initials P.B.S. on back. Recd 
November 2, 1981. Est. Valueé—$1,200. Reported to GSA and stored in 
Office of Protocol pending disposition by GSA. 

Moroccan wool rug, basically white with small brown design on comers, 
approx. 5’ x 7’. Recd July 17, 1981. Est. Value—$500. Approved for 
Official use in office of Donee. 

Gold bracelet, filigree design. Recd July 30, 1981. Est. Value—$500. 
Transferred to GSA. : 


HM Hussein |, King Of JOPat..........cccserneencrereeenceree 


Prince Moulay Abdallah, Morocco 


Mrs. Saddam Hussein, wife of President of Iraq... 


Sheik Yarmani, Saudi Arabia ............<cccsceneceseneerseee 


President Lopez Portillo, Me@XICO.............00.0. 


Prince Moulay Abdallah, Morocco 


Mrs. Saddam Hussein, wife of President of iraq... 


Ambassador Ahmad Salim al-Mokarrab, United 
Arab Emirates. 


Prof. Muhammad Shamsul Huq, Minister for For- 
eign Aftairs, Bangladesh. 
Prince Moulay Abdallah, Morocco 


Saadoun Hammadi, Foreign Minister of iraq. 


Diplomatic Corps, Libreville, GabOM 1.00.0... 


Prince Moulay Abdallah, Morocco 


Do. 


SSP SRP PP PPKPSCRP RESP E REE F 


° 





Richard N. Viets, U.S. Ambas- 
sador to Jordan. 


Nicholas A. Veliotes, Assistant 
Secretary, Bureau of Near 
Eastern and South Asian 
Affairs. 

Vernon A. Walters, Ambassa- 
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Sterling silver cigarette box, approx. 7%” x 5” x 1%” with picture of 
“General View of Jerusalem” on cover, inscribed from donor. Recd 
November 16, 1981. Est. Value—$400. Approved for official use at 
Embassy Residence. 

Baume and Mercier Geneve man’s wristwatch, blue face (no numbers) 
serial No. 1095419 37089. Recd September 11, 1962. Est Value— 
$1,000. Reported to GSA and stored in Office of Protocol pending 
disposition by GSA. 

Gold Korean crown with jade stones in glass encasement, approx. 18” x 
8%" Recd June 22, 1981. Est. Value—$135. Approved for official display 
in Donee’s office. 

Silver dagger in blue case, initials “V.AW.” inscribed on sheath, approx. 
12” long. Recd September 1, 1981. Est. Value—$250. Approved for 
official display in Donee’s office. 

Silver serving tray, approx. 14” x 11” x 2%”. Recd July 13, 1981. Est. 
Value—$150. Approved for official display in Donee’s office. 

Silver-plated bolas (weapon consisting of 2 or more or iron balls 
attached to end of cord). Recd August 31, 1961. Est. Value—$250. 
Approved for official display in Donee’s office. 


..| Oil painting, approx 37” x 25”—outdoor scene of forest and field with 


Marshall W. Wiley, U.S. Am- 


David T. Schneider, U.S. Am- 
bassador to Bangladesh. 

Thomas F. Grey, Office of Se- 
curity, Philadelphia Field 
Office. 


Ray A. Barnhart, Jr., Federal 
Highway Administrator. 


people—signed by artist: H. J. N. Louis "61. Recd March 27, 1981. Est. 
Vatue—$200. Approved for official display in Donee’s office. 

Malachite desk set, approx 19” x 10” x 2” with two inkwelis in pelican 
design mounted on top; letter holder, malachite base, approx 7%" x 4” x 
1%” with 3 letter dividers. Recd December 18, 1981. Est. Value—$500. 
Approved for official display in Donee’s office. 

Goid Royama Swiss watch with blue face and Omani cross Kahnjar symbol 
printed in gold on face—No. 43015. Recd February 1981. Est. Value— 
$3,000. Transferred to GSA. , 

Heavy goid Omani-style bracelet, approx 2%” diameter. Recd March 1981. 
Est. Value—$2,000. Transferred to GSA. 

Cigarette case (silver made) approx 6” x 4” x 1%”. Recd July 20, 1961. 
Est. Value—$140. Retained for official use at Embassy Residence. 

Twenty $100 bills. Recd October 29, 1981. Value—$2,000. Deposited with 
Treasurer of U.S. 


- 


18 k gold watch fob. Recd. May 20, 1981. Appraised value—$120. 
Deposited with Office of Security, DOT, pending disposition by GSA. 


H. M. Hussein |, King of Jordan. 


Yoo Hak Seong, Director, Agency for National 
Security Planning, Republic of Korea. 


General Leopoldo Galtier, Member of Ruling 
Junta, Argentina. 


Brig. Gen. Diimi, Counselor to King Hassan, 
Morocco. 
Roberto Eduardo Viola, President of Argentina 


Wite of Haitian President Jean-Claude Duvalier 


King Hassan Il, Morocco...............« 


Said Fahar, Deputy Prime Minister for National 
Security and Defense, Oman. 


Justice Abdus Sattar, Acting President Bangjia- 
desh. 

Ambassador Hassan Shawaf, Chief of Cabinet, 
Saudi Arabia 


Dr. Al-Salloum, Deputy Minister for Communica- 
tions, Saudi Arabia. 


Department of the Treasury 





Oriental woo! rug, approximately 54” x 29”; background of deep red, with | Deputy Prime Minister, Turgut Ozal, Turkey............ 
biue and off-white, in geometric pattern. Made in Pakistan “Bokhar” 
design. Recd February 19, 1981. Est. Value—$200. In storage pending 
Treasury's disposition determination. 


Donald T. Regan, Secretary of 
the Treasury. 


Saudi outerwear garment. Mishiah robe for male dress. Recd May 16, 1981. 
Est. Value—$125. In storage pending disposition by GSA. 


Minister of Finance and National Economy Mu- 


.| Saudi outerwear garment. Caftan robe for female dress. Recd May 16, 
1981. Est. Value—$125. In storage pending disposition by GSA. 

Geisha Doll, enclosed in dispiay case, 26” overall height. Recd June 26, 
1981. Est. Value—$175. In storage pending disposition by GSA. 


Minister of Finance, Michio Watanabe Japan.........| Delivered to Secretary's 

; , 
channels, during official visit 
to U.S. Refusal or return 
would have appeared dis- 
courteous or Caused embar- 
rassment to donor. 
Delivered and received by the 
Secretary during official visit 
to Summit Meeting in 
Ottawa. Refusal or return 
would have appeared dis- 
Courteous or caused embar- 
rassment to donor. 
Minister of Finance, Owen Horwood, Republic of | Presented to Secretary during 
South Africa. 


.| Litho-Screen print, author: J. C. Heywood, 1980, size: approximately 
30” x 40” in framed gold toned aluminum. Recd July 30, 1962. Est. 
Value—$750. in storage pending disposition by GSA. 


Prime Minister, Pierre Trudeau, Canada.................. 


..| Set of two (2) South African gold coins. Recd October 2, 1981 
Vatue—$350. Approved for official display in office of Donee. 


Est. 


[FR Doc. 82-7792 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4710-20-M 





13090 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
[General Counsel Order No. 21 (Rev. 1)] 


Appointment of Members of the Legal 
Division to the Performance Review 
Board 


Under the authority granted to me as 
General Counsel of the Department of 
the Treasury by 31 U.S.C. 1009 and 26 
U.S.C. 7801, Treasury Department Order 
No. 101-5 (Revised), and pursuant to the 
Civil Service Reform Act, I hereby 
appoint the following persons to the 
Legal Division Performance Review 
Board: 

(1) For the General Panel— 


Chairperson, Margery Waxman. 
Arnold Intrater. 

Jordan Luke. 

John Miller. 

Richard Abbey. 


Marvin Dessler. 


(2) For the IRS Panel— 


Chairperson, the Deputy Chief Counsel, 
Internal Revenue Service. 

Deputy General Counsel. 

An Associate Chief Counsel for the 
Internal Revenue Service. 

A rotating Regional Counsel. 

A rotating Division Director of the Internal 
Revenue Service and such other SES officials 
as designated by the Chief Counsel. 


I hereby delegate to the Chief Counsel 
for the Internal Revenue Service the 
authority to make the appointments 
specified in this Order to the IRS Panel 
and to make the publication required by 
section 4314(c)}(4) of 5 United States 
Code of the members of the IRS Panel. 
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General Counsel Order No. 25, dated 
April 9, 1981, is revoked. 
Effective date: March 12, 1982. 
Peter J. Wallison, 
General Counsel. 
[FR Doc. 82-8138 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 4810-25-M 


VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 


Station Committee on Educational 
Allowances; Notice of Meeting 


Notice is hereby given pursuant to 
section V, Review Proceure and Hearing 
Rules, Station Committee on 
Educational Allowances that on April 
28, 1982, at 9 a.m., the Muskogee Station 
Committee on Educational Allowances 
shall at Room 2A20, 125 South Main 
Street, Muskogee, Oklahoma, conduct a 
hearing to determine whether Veterans 
Administration benefits to all eligible 
persons enrolled at Muskogee Welding 
School, 205 West Shawnee, Muskogee, 
Oklahoma, should be discontinued, as 
provided in 38 CFR 21.4134, because a 
requirement of law is not being met or a 
provision of the law has been violated. 
All interested persons shall be permitted 
to attend, appear before, or file 
statements with the committee at that 
time and place. 

Dated: March 18, 1982. 

Ray E. Smith, 

Director, VA Regional Office, 125 South Main 
Street, Muskogee, OK 74401. 

[FR Doc. 82-8192 Filed 3-25-82; 8:45 am] 
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Sunshine Act Meetings 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 


FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

“FEDERAL REGISTER” CITATION OF 
PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: 47 FR 12421, 
March 23, 1982. 

PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME AND DATE 
OF MEETING: 9 a.m., March 25, 1982. 
CHANGE IN THE MEETING: The closed 
meeting has been cancelled. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[S-446-82 Filed 3-24-82; 2:56 pm] 

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

March 16, 1982. 

TIME AND DATE: 10:00 a.m., March 23, 
1982. 

PLACE: 825 North Capitol Street, N.E., 
Washington, D.C. 20426. 

STATUS: Open. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: Agenda. 


Note.—Items listed on the agenda may be 
deleted without further notice. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary, Telephone (202) 357-8400. 
This is a list of matters to be 
considered by the Commission. It does 
not include a listing of all papers 
relevant to the items on the Agenda; 
However, all public documents may be 
examined in the Division of Public 
Information. 
Consent Power Agenda—746th Meeting, 
March 23, 1982, Regular Meeting (10:00 a.m.) 


CAP-1. Project No. 2812-000, Appalachian 
Power Co. 


CAP-2. Project No. 5358-002, Woods Creek, 
Inc., Tye River Hydroelectric Project 

CAP-3. Project No. 3473-000, Jack M. Fuls; 
Project No. 3784-000, Deschutes 
Reclamation and Irrigation = 
Central Irrigation District; and 
North Unit Irrigation District 

CAP-4. Project No. 3530-000, Western 
Montana Electric Generating and 
Transmission Cooperative; Project No. 
3956-000, Energencis Systems, Inc.; Project 
No. 4400-000, City of Kalispell, Montana 

CAP-5. Project No. 4024-000, Gregory 
Wilcox; Project No. 4569-000, City of 
Montrose, Colorado 

CAP-6. Project No. 3509-000, Little Falls 
Hydroelectric Associates; Project No. 4339- 
000, Mohawk Energy Corp.; Project No. 
4341-000, Niagara Mohawk Power Corp.; 
Project No. 5512-000, New York State 
Energy Research and Development 
Authority 

CAP-7. Project No. 3663-000, Sequoia Energy 
Corp.; Project No. 3696-000, Michell Energy 
Co., Inc.; Project No. 3880-000, Gregory 
Wilcox; Project No. 3928-000, County of 
Sierra, New Mexico; Project No. 3981-000, 
Enagenics; Project No. 4591-000, City of Las 
Cruces, New Mexico; Project No. 4592-000, 
El Paso Electric Co. 

CAP-8. Project Nos. 3142-002, City of Ann 
Arbor, Michigan 

CAP-9. Project Nos. 2979-001, and 2980-001, 
Traverse City Light and Power Board 


(Michigan) 

CAP-10. (A) Project No. 3751-000, City of 
Guttenberg, Iowa; (B) Project No. 4560-000, 
Hackett Mills Hydro Co.; (C) Project No. 
3159-000, John M. Jordan 

CAP-11. Docket No. HB24-63-3, Public 
Service Co. of Colorado 

CAP-12 Docket No. ER82-256-000, Oklahoma 
Gas & Electric Co. 

CAP-13. Docket No. ER82-282-000, Columbus 
and Southern Ohio Electric Co. 

CAP-14. Docket No. ER82-257-000, Kansas 
Gas & Electric Co. 

CAP-15. Docket No. ER82-271-000, Pacific 
Gas and Electric Co. 

CAP-16. Docket Nos. ER82-258-000 and 
ER82-300-000, Northeast Utilities Co— 
Connecticut Light and Power Co. And 
Hartford Electric Light Co. 

CAP-17. Docket Nos. ER81-188-000, and 
ER82-155-000, Central Maine Power Co. 

CAP-18. Docket No. ER82-105-000, Sierra 
Pacific Power Co. 

CAP-19. Docket Nos. ER82-123-000, ER80- 
315, and ER82-450, Kansas City Power and 
Light Co.; Docket No. EL81-11-000, Kansas 
Municipal and Cooperative Electric 
Systems 

CAP-20. Docket No. ER76-530;-001, Arizona 
Public Service Co. 

CAP-21. Docket No. EL79-20, Buckeye Power, 
Inc. V. Cincinnati Gas & Electric Co. 

CAP-22. Docket No. EF79-4011, United States 
Secretary of Energy—Southwestern Power 
Administration 


Federal Register 
Vol 47, No. 59 


Friday, March 26, 1982 


CAP-23. Docket No. ER80-573-000, 
Southwestern Public Service Co. 

CAP-24. Docket No. ER80-344-000, Carolina 
Power and Light Co. 

CAP-25. Docket No. ER81-538-000, Carolina 
Power & Light Co. 

CAP-26. Docket No. ER81-659-000, Public 
Service Co. of New Hampshire 

CAP-27. Docket No. ER81-436-000, South 
Carolina Electric & Gas Co. 

Miscellaneous Agenda 

CAM-1. Omitted 

CAM-2. Docket No. PL82-1-000, Fraud 
Standard in Section 601{c){2) of the NGPA 

CAM-3. Docket No. RM79-76, (Colorado-19)}, 
High-Cost Gas Produced From Tight 
Formations 

CAM-4. Docket No. RM79-76, (Colorado-18), 
High-Cost Gas Produced From Tight 
Formations 

CAM-5. Docket No. RM73-76, (Texas-13), 
High-Cost Gas Produced From Tight 
Formations 

CAM-6. Omitted 

CAM-7. Docket No. RO81-59-000, J-W 
Operating Co., et al. 

= Docket No. RO79-10, Rhodes Drilling 


came Docket No. RO81-73-000, Sierra 
Petroleum Co., Inc. 

CAM-10. Docket No. RO80-9, William 
Herbert Hunt Trust Estate 

CAM-11. Docket No. RA81-55-000, Young 


Refining Corp. 

CAM-12. Docket No. RA80-3-000, Powerine 
Oil Co. 

Consent Gas Agenda 


CAG-1. Docket No. TA8&2-2-37-000, 
Northwest Pipeline Corp. 

CAG-2. Docket No. TA82-2-34-000, Florida 
Gas Transmission Co. 

CAG-3. Docket No. TA82-2-32-000, Colorado 
Interstate Gas Co. 

CAG\4. Docket No. TA8&2-2-39-000, Pacific 
Interstate Transmission Co. 

CAG-5. Docket No. TA82-2-33-000, El Paso 
Natural Gas Co. 

CAG-6. Docket No. TA82-2-31-000, 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co. 

CAG-7. Docket No. TA82-2-36-4 
Mountain Fuel Supply Co. 

CAG-8. Docket No. TA82-2-41-0 , 
Southwest Gas Corp. 

CAG-9. Docket No. TA82-2-42-000, 
Transwestern Pipeline Co. 

CAG-10. Docket No. RP82-48-000, 
Mississippi River Transmission Corp. 

CAG-11. Docket No. TA82-2-38-000, 
Ringwood Gas Gathering Co. 

CAG-12. Docket No. RP82-50-000, Northwest 
Pipeline Corp. 

CAG-13. Docket No. TA82-2-40-000, Raton 
Natural Gas Co. 

CAG-14. Docket No. CP81-312-004, El] Paso 
Natural Gas Co. 

CAG-15. Docket No. CP79-382-03, South 
Georgia Natural Gas Co. 
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CAG-16. Docket No. CP81-388-005, 
Northwest Alaskan Pipeline Co. 

CAG-17. Docket Nos. RP81-69-000 and RP82- 
46-000, South Georgia Natural Gas Co. 

CAG-18. Docket No. RP78-23-000, 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co. 

CAG-19. Docket No. RP81-92-000, North 
Central Public Service Co. and Firstmiss, 
Inc., v. Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co. 

CAG-20. Docket No. RP79-68-000, North 
Penn Gas Co. 

CAG-21. Docket Nos. RP81-7-000 and RP81- 
84-000, Florida Gas Transmission Co. 

CAG-22. Docket No. ST80-214-001, Rael Gas 
Co. 

CAG-23. Docket No. ST80-147-001, Cabot 
Pipeline Corp. 

CAG-—24. Gas Rate Schedule No. 42 
(Supplement No. 16); Gas Rate Schedule 
No. 97 (Supplement No. 6), Energy Reserves 
Group, Inc. 

CAG-25. FERC Rate Schedule No. 51 
(Supplement No. 45), CRA, Inc. 

CAG-26. RI80-16, Transocean Oil, Inc. 
(predecessor to Mobil Oil Exploration and 
Producing Southeast, Inc.) 

CAG-27. Docket No. C182-402-000, Southland 
Royalty Co. (Successor of Opubco 
Resources, Inc.); Docket No. C182-65-000, 
Kerr-McGee Corp., et al.; Docket No. CI82- 

“70-000, Mobil Producing Texas & New 
Mexico Inc.; Docket No. CS82-6-000, Puma 
Petroleum Co., et al. 

CAG-28. Docket No. CI81-507~000, Amoco 
Production Co. 

CAG-29. Docket Nos. CI80-425-000 and 
C180-426-000, Union Oil Co. of California 

CAG-30. Docket No. TC81-51-000, 
Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, Inc. 

CAG-31. Docket Nos. CP81-366 and ST82-34, 
Llano, Inc. 

CAG-32. Docket No. CP80-434, Alaskan 
Northwest Natural Gas Transportation Co. 

CAG-33. Docket Nos. CP81-378-000, CP81- 
402-000 and CP81-417-000, Texas Eastern 
Transmission Corp. 

CAG-34. (A) Docket No. CP81-5-000, United 
Gas Pipe Line Co.; Docket No. CP81-93- 
000, Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp.; 
(B) Docket No. CP81-68-000, Southern 
Natural Gas Co.; Docket No. CP81-83-000, 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp. 

CAG-35. Docket No. CP82-24-000, Texas 
Eastern Transmission Corp. 

CAG-36. Docket No. CP82-56-000, 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp. 

CAG-37. Docket No. CP82-47-000, Michigan 
Wisconsin Pipe Line Co. 

CAG-38. Docket No. CP78-189-003, Texas 
Eastern Transmission Corp. 

CAG-39. Docket No. CP82-79-000, Mountain 
Fuel Supply Co. 

CAG-—40. Docket No. CP82-17-000, Kentucky 
West Virginia Gas Co. 

CAG-—41. Docket No. CP80-547-000, NGPL— 
Canyon Compression Co. 

CAG-42. Docket No. C164—26 (Force 
Majeure), Gulf Oil Corp. 

CAG-43. Docket No. CP82-94-000, Texas 
Eastern Transmission Corp. 

CAG-44. Docket No. CP81-528-000, 
Consolidated Gas Supply Corp.; Docket No. 
81-533-000, Texas Gas Transmission Corp. 

CAG-45. Docket No. CP81-39-001, Panhandle 
— Pipe Line Co. and Trunkline Gas 


Power Agenda 


L Licensed Project Matters 


P-1. Project No. 2338, Consolidated Edison 
Co. of New York, Inc. (Cornwall Project) 
P-2. Project No. 3209, California Department 

of Water Resources; Project No. 3518, 
North Kern Water Storage District; Project 
No. 4124, Kern County Water Agency 

P-3. Project Nos. 176-003 and 176-004, 
Escondido Mutual Water Co. 

P-4. Project No. 3271-000, Water Power 
Development Corp.; Project No. 4068-000, 
Connecticut Municipal Electric Energy 
Cooperative; Project No. 4104, The Town of 
Canton, Connecticut and the Collinsville 
Co.; Project Nos. 4117-000 and 4297-000, 
The Metropolitan District of Hartford, 
Connecticut 


Il. Electric Rate Matters 


ER-1. Docket No. ER79-478-000, Public 
Service Co. of New Mexico 

ER-2. Docket No. ER77-277-002 (Phase II}, 
Pennsylvania Power Co. 

ER-3. Docket No. ER77-347, Wisconsin 
Power & Light Co. 

ER-4. Docket Nos. E~7578-000, In—989-000 
and In-991-000, Commonwealth Edison Co. 

ER-5. Docket No. EF80-5011, Western Area 
Power Administration 

ER-6. Docket No. EF81-5121, Western Area 
Power Administration Central Valley 
Project—Pacific Gas & Electric Co., 
Contract 

ER-7. Omitted. 

ER-8. Omitted. 


Miscellaneous Agenda 


M-1. Docket No. QF81-25-000, Tulsa Energy 
Corp., Small Power Production and 
Cogeneration Facilities—Qualifying Status 

M-2. Reserved. 

M-3. Docket No. RM82- , Fees Applicable to 
General Activities 

M-4. Docket No. RM82-, Delegations of the 
Commission’s Authority to the Secretary, 
the Chief Accountant, the Director of the 
Office of Pipeline and Producer Regulation, 
the Director of the Office of Electric Power 
Regulation and the General Counsel 

M-5. Docket No. RM78-22 (Part 7), Revision 
of Commission Rules of Practice and 
Procedures to Expedite Trial-Type 
Hearings 


Gas Agenda 


I. Pipeline Rate Matters 

RP-1. Docket No. RP82-32-000, Sea Robin 
Pipeline Co. 

RP-2. Docket No. RP82-33-000, El Paso 
Natural Gas Co. 

RP-3. Docket Nos. RP82-12-000, RP81-54-000, 
RP81-56-000, RP80-97-004, CP78-490, 
CP78-499, CP78-523, CP78-543, CP79-67 
and CP79-81, Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co. 

RP-4, Docket No. TA81-2-17-002 (PGA81-2, 
IPR81-2, DCA81-2, LFUT81-3 and TT81-2), 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp. 

RP-5. Docket No. RP78-78-001 (Abandoned 
Projects), Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of 
America 

RP-6. Omitted. 


Il. Producer Matters 


CI-1, Omitted. 
Cl-2. Docket No. Cl64—26, Gulf Oil Corp. 
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CI-3. Docket No. CI77-657, American Natural 
Gas Production Co., et al. 

CI-4. Docket Nos. RI74-188-003, RI74~188-004 
and RI75-21-002, Independent Oil & Gas 
Association of West Virginia 


III. Pipeline Certificate Matters 

CP-1. Docket No. CP75-104 (Amendment of 
Certificate), High Island Offshore System; 
Docket No. CP76-118 (Amendment of 
Certificate), U-T Offshore System 

CP-2. Docket No. CP81-155-000, City of 
Florence, Alabama, Applicant V. 
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co., A Division of 
Tenneco Inc. and Alabama-Tennessee 
Natural Gas Co., Respondents 

CP-3. Docket No. CP81-107-000 and CP81- 
108-000, Boundary Gas Co.; Docket Nos. 
CP81-296-000 and CP81-298-000, 
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co. 

CP-4. Docket No. CP81-421-000, East 
Tennessee Natural Gas Co. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

{S 442-62 Filed 3-24-82; 8:57 am] 

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 
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FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 
TIME AND DATE: 9:00 a.m., March 31, 
1982. 
PLACE: Hearing Room One—1100 L 
Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20573. 
STATUS: Parts of the meeting will be 
open to the public. The rest of the 
meeting will be closed to the public. 
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: Portion 
open to the public: 

1. Docket No. 80-13; Proposed Rulemaking 
to Amend section 510.32{j) of General Order 


4—Consideration of comments and proposed 
final rule. 


Portion closed to the public: 
1. Contract Marine Carriers, Inc.— 


- Consideration of responses to order directing 


submission of information. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Francis C. Hurney, 
Secretary, (202) 523-5725. 

[S-443-82 Filed 3-24-82; 10:19 am] 

BILLING CODE 6310-01-M 
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INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 
TIME AND DATE: 2:30 p.m., Wednesday, 
April 7, 1982. 

PLACE: Room 117, 701 E Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20436. 


Status: Open to the public. 
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 


1. Agenda. 

2. Minutes. 

3. Ratifications. 

4. Petitions and complaints, if necessary. 

5. Investigation TA-203-13 (Mushrooms)— 
briefing and Commission statements, if any. 
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6. Any items left over from previous 
agenda: Investigation 731-TA-3 (Sugar from 
Canada)—briefing and vote. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Kenneth R. Mason, 
Secretary, (202} 523-0161. 

[S-444-62 Filed 3-24-82; 10:19 am] 

BILLING CODE 7020-02-M 


INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 


TIME AND DATE: 10:00 a.m. Wednesday, 
April 14, 1982. 


PLACE: Room 117, 701 E Street, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20436. 


STATUS: Open to the public. 
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 


1. Agenda. 

2. Minutes. 

3. Ratifications. 

4. Petitions and complaints, if necessary: a. 
Silica-coated lead chromate pigments (Docket 
No. 812). 

5. Investigations 701-TA-152 and -153 
(Preliminary) and 731-TA-89 (Preliminary) 
(Prestressed Concrete Steel Wire Strand from 
Brazil, France, and the United Kingdom)— 
briefing and vote. 

6. Any items left over from previous 
agenda. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Kenneth R. Mason, 
Secretary, (202) 523-0161. 

[$445-82 Filed 3-24-82; 10:19 am] 

BILLING CODE 7020-02-m 


OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 

REVIEW COMMISSION 

TIME AND DATE: 10 a.m. on April 7, 1982. 

PLACE: Room 1101, 1825 K Street, N.W., 

Washington, D.C. 

STATUS: Because of the subject matter, it 

is likely that this meeting will be closed. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: Discussion 

of specific cases in the Commission 

adjudicative process. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 

INFORMATION: 

Mrs. Patricia Bausell, (202) 634-4015. 
Date: March 23, 1982. 

[S-438-82 Filed 3-23-82; 4:07 pm] 

BILLING CODE 7600-01-M 
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OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 
REVIEW COMMISSION 
TIME AND DATE: 10 a.m. on April 15, 1982. 
PLACE: Room 1101, 1825 K Street, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 
STATUS: Because of the subject matter, it 
is likely that this meeting will be closed. 
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: Discussion 
of specific cases in the Commission 
adjudicative process. 
CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Mrs. Patricia Bausell, 
(202) 634-4015. 

Date: March 23, 1982. 
[S~439-82 Filed 3-23-82; 4:07 pm] 
BILLING CODE 7600-01-M 


13093 


OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEATLH 
REVIEW COMMISSION 
TIME AND DATE: 10 a.m. on April 22, 1982. 
PLACE: Room 1101, 1825 K Street, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 
STATUS: Because of the subject matter, it 
is likely that this meeting will be closed. 
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: Discussion 
of specific cases in the Commission 
adjudicative process. 
CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Mrs. Patricia Bausell, 
(202) 634-4015. 

Date: March 23, 1982. 
{S 440-82 Filed 3-23-82; 4:07 pm] 
BILLING CODE 7600-01-M 


POSTAL RATE COMMISSION 

TIME AND DATE: 10 a.m., Friday, March 
26, 1982. 

PLACE: Conference Rm., Rm. 500, 2000 L 
St., N.W., Washington, DC 20268. 
STATus: Closed. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: Outside 
employment by Commission staff. 
(Closed pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552b(c)(2), 
(6)) 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Watson, Information 
Officer, Postal Rate Commission, Room 
500, 2000 L Street, N.W., Washington, 
D.C. 20268, Telephone (202) 254-5614. 

[S 441-82 Filed 3-23-82; 4:49 pm] 

BILLING CODE 7715-01-M 
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DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 


Employment Standards 
Administration, Wage and Hour 
Division 


Minimum Wages for Federal and 
Federally Assisted Construction; 
General Wage Determination 
Decisions 

General wage determination decisions 
of the Secretary of Labor specify, in 
accordance with applicable law and on 
the basis of information available to the 
Department of Labor from its study of 
local wage conditions and from other 
sources, the basic hourly wage rates and 
fringe benefit payments which are 
determined to be prevailing for the 
described classes of laborers and 
mechanics employed on construction 
projects of the character and in the 
localities specified therein. 

The determinations in these decisions 
of such prevailing rates and fringe 
benefits have been made by authority of 
the Secretary of Labor pursuant to the 
provisions of the Davis-Bacon Act of 
March 3, 1931, as amended (46 Stat. 
1494, as amended, 40 U.S.C. 276a) and of 
other Federal statutes referred to in 29 
CFR 1.1 (including the statutes listed at 
36 FR 306 following Secretary of Labor's 
Order No. 24-70) containing provisions 
for the payment of wages which are 
dependent upon determination by the 
Secretary of Labor under the Davis- 
Bacon Act; and pursuant to the 
provisions of part 1 of subtitle A of title 
29 of Code of Federal Regulations, 
Procedure for Predetermination of Wage 
Rates (37 FR 21138) and of Secretary of 
Labor's Orders 12-71 and 15-71 (36 FR 
8755, 8756). The prevailing rates and 

inge benefits determined in these 
decisions shall, in accordance with the 
provisions of the foregoing statutes, 
constitute the minimum wages payable 
on Federal and federally assisted 
construction projects to laborers and 
mechanics of the specified classes 
engaged on contract work of the 
character and in the localities described 
therein. 


Good cause is hereby found for not 
utilizing notice and public procedure 
thereon prior to the issuance of these 
determinations as prescribed in 5 U.S.C. 
553 and not providing for delay in 
effective date as prescribed in that 
section, because the necessity to issue 
construction industry wage 
determination frequently and in large 
volume causes procedures to be 
impractical and contrary to the public 
interest. 


General wage determination decisions 
are effective from their date of 
publication in the Federal Register 
without limitation as to time and are to 
be used in accordance with the 
provisions of 29 CFR Parts 1 and 5. 
Accordingly, the applicable decision 
together with any modifications issued 
subsequent to its publication date shall 
be made a part of every contract for 
performance of the described work 
within the geographic area indicated as 
required by an applicable Federal 
prevailing wage law and 29 CFR, Part 5. 
The wage rates contained therein shall 
be the minimum paid under such 
contract by contractors and 
subcontractors on the work. 


Modifications and Supersedeas 
Decisions to General Wage 
Determination Decisions 


Modifications and supersedeas 
decisions to general wage determination 
decisions are based upon information 
obtained concerning changes in 
prevailing hourly wage rates and fringe 
benefit payments since the decisions 
were issued. 

The determinations of prevailing rates 
and fringe benefits made in the 
modifications and supersedeas 
decisions have been made by authority 
of the Secretary of Labor pursuant to the 
provisions of the Davis-Bacon Act of 
March 3, 1931, as amended (46 Stat. 
1494, as amended, 40 U.S.C. 276a)} and of 
other Federal statutes referred to in 29 
CFR 1.1 (including the statutes listed at 
36 FR 306 following Secretary of Labor's 
Order No. 24-70) containing provisions 
for the payment of wages which are 
dependent upon determination by the 
Secretary of Labor under the Davis- 
Bacon Act; and pursuant to the 
provisions of part 1 of subtitle A of title 
29 of Code of Federal Regulations, 
Procedure for Predetermination of Wage 
Rates (37 FR 21138) and of Secretary of 
Labor's orders 13-71 and 15-71 (36 FR 
8755, 8756). The prevailing rates and 
fringe benefits determined in foregoing 
general wage determination decisions, 
as hereby modified, and/or superseded 
shall, in accordance with the provisions 
of the foregoing statutes, constitute the 
minimum wages payable on Federal and 
federally assisted construction projects 
to laborers and mechanics of the 
specified classes engaged in contract 
work of the character and in the 
localities described therein. 

Modifications and supersedeas 
decisions are effective from their date of 
publication in the Federal Register 
without limitation as to time and are to 
be used in accordance with the 
provisions of 29 CFR Parts 1 and 5. 
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Any person, organization, or 
governmental agency having an interest 
in the wages determined as prevailing is 
encouraged to submit wage rate 
information for consideration by the 
Department. Further information and 
self-explanatory forms for the purpose 
of submitting this data may be obtained 
by writing to the U.S. Department of 
Labor, Employment Standards 
Administration, Wage.and Hour 
Division, Office of Government Contract 
Wage Standards, Division of 
Government Contract Wage 
Determinations, Washington, D.C. 20210. 
The cause for not utilizing the 
rulemaking procedures prescribed in 5 
U.S.C..553 has been set forth in the 
original General Determination 
Decision. 


Modifications to General Wage . 
Determination Decisions 


The numbers of the decisions being 
modified and their dates of publication 
in the Federal Register are listed with 
each State. 


July 24, 1961. 


sesstneene June 19, 1981. 
awveee FOD. 12, 1982. 


Supersedeas Decisions to General Wage 
Determination Decisions 


The numbers of the decisions being 
superdseded and their dates of 
publication in the Federal Register are 
listed with each State. Supersedeas 
decision numbers are in parentheses 
following the numbers of the decisions 
being superseded. 
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Alabama: AL79-1157 (AL82-1022)............... Dec. 14, 1979. 
Kansas: 
KS81-4017 (KS82-4009) Apr. 10, 1981. 
KS81-4018 (KS82-4010) .. ~-- Apr. 10, 1981. 
KS81-4019 (KS82-4011) me Apr. 10, 1981. 
North Carolina: NC81-1146 (NC82-1021) ... Dec. 30, 1980. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., this 19th day 
of March 1982. 


Dorothy P. Come, 

Assistant Administrator, Wage and Hour 
Division. 

BILLING CODE 4510-27-™ 
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Reader Aids 


INFORMATION AND ASSISTANCE 


PUBLICATIONS 


Code of Federal Regulations 
CFR Unit 


General information, index, and finding aids 
Incorporation by reference 
Printing schedules and pricing information 


Federal Register 

Corrections 

Daily Issue Unit 

General information, index, and finding aids 
Privacy Act 

Public Inspection Desk 


Scheduling of documents 


Laws 


Indexes 
Law numbers and dates 


Slip law orders (GPO) 


Presidential Documents 

Executive orders and proclamations 

Public Papers of the President 

Weekly Compilation of Presidential Documents 


United States Government Manual 


SERVICES 


Agency services 

Automation 

Library 

Magnetic tapes of FR issues and CFR 
volumes (GPO) 

Public Inspection Desk 

Special Projects 

Subscription orders (GPO) 

Subscription problems (GPO) 

TTY for the deaf 


FEDERAL REGISTER PAGES AND DATES, MARCH 


11243-11494. 
11495-11640. 


202-523-3419 
523-3517 
523-5227 
523-4534 
523-3419 


523-5237 
523-5237 
523-5227 
523-5237 
523-5215 


523-3187 


523-5282 
523-5282 
523-5266 
275-3030 


523-5233 
523-5235 
523-5235 


523-5230 


523-4534 
523-3408 
523-4986 
275-2667 


523-5215 
523-4534 
783-3238 
275-3054 
523-5229 


Federal Register 
Vol. 47, No. 59 


Friday, March 26, 1982 


CFR PARTS AFFECTED DURING MARCH 


At the end of each month, the Office of the Federal oy 
publishes separately a list of CFR Sections Affected (LSA), which 
lists parts and sections affected by documents published since 
the revision date of each title. 


April 29, 1912 
(Revoked in part 
by PLO 6216) 

April 12, 1913 
(See PLO 6213) 

April 3, 1914 

No. 82-7 of oa 


February 10, 1982 
Proclamations: 
2416 (See PLO 


June 30, 1916 
(Revoked in part 
by PLO 6208) 

April 28, 1917 


4707 (Amended by August 15, 1919 
(Revoked in part 


4768 (Amended by 


November 9, 1923 
(Revoked in part 
by PLO 6206) 

October 30, 1924 
(Revoked in part 
by PLO 6201) 

April 17, 1926 
(Revoked in part 
by PLO’s 6173, 


November 6, 1926 
(Revoked in part 
by PLO 6201) 

September 20, 1927 
(Revoked in part 


February 13, 1929 
(Revoked in part 
by PLO 6206) 


September 22, 1866 
808 (Revoked by 


(Revoked by 


March 14, 1878 
(Revoked in part 
by PLO 6205) 

March 12, 1884 
(See PLO 6214) 

June 13, 1902 
(Revoked by 


3893 (See PLO 


4060 (Revoked by 
PLO 6214). 

July 2, 1910 4170 (Revoked by 

(Revoked in part 

by PLO’s 6177, 

6215, 6228) . 

5650 (Revoked in part 
by PLO 6206) 

5683 (Revoked by 


9840, 

11669, 11871 
July 2, 1910 

(Revoked by 

PLO 6229) 
December 1, 1910 

(Revoked in part 

by PLO 6222) 
January 23, 1911 

(Revoked by 

PLO 6229) 


7799 (Revoked in part 
by PLO 6227) 
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9188, 10509, 11650, 
12787 

9188, 9387, 10724, 
11816, 12938 


Proposed Rules: 
Geisi.. 11026, 12186, 12320 


10591, 11034-11037, 
12186-12190 

1 8595, 9222, 9224, 
9860, 10592-10594, 11038, 
12191-12193, 12808 


ee 9201, 11247 
«9201, 11247 
-- 9201, 11247 


«+ 9201, 11247 
..- 9820, 10200 


Proposed Rules: 
NID: Wire catessihiihsathcayseanstnimnsssce 9017 


11380, 11819 
10789, 11475 
11380, 11819 


8555-8561, 9196, 
9812-9815, 10511, 11002- wove 11251, 11380 
11008, 11652, 12151, 12152, hsseseeeeseee 9988, 11476, 11819 
12787 ie 10792, 11380 


- 11380, 11819 
8562, 9816, 9817, ove 11380, 11819 
10512, 10513, 11009, 11653, bee 11380, 11819 
12154-12156, 12788 
8563, 11010, 11653, 
11654, 12156, 12789 
9200, 9817, 12156 
10514 
9818, 12157 
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8596, 10237-10242, 
12809, —- 


a 
i iinishdinaeeiniticmonpiniae 
21 NTRS HP 9389 
Proposed Rules: 

10 ..ccrsecssscssereesenseeeees 9225, 11706 


iocccnesoetipinessandiiesageasey EAD 

TAT a, ccccsccccccnsipdinennt exvseeee 10530 
14 2D .....--cconssoasacsioccsossiioren -- 10530 
Tn | 


ne 
258 one reereervnnenrneeneee-e. 12052 


36 CFR 


Grcsitpichaaitiguititydeciscsecclssstincce © OE 


LETT 
8761, 11269 


eaxeieay « 12951 


eciantenistccsnecntigna 
selena 


816.......... 10501, “10742, 12088, 
12596, 12760 

10501, 10742, 12596, 

12760 


CDi nsescecesicisscstncncicibdnees .- 12088 
seveoceessesenees V2T7TD 
... 12639, 13009 


52........-.n+0-00e---80966, 8772, 9462, 
9463, 9832-9836, 10206, 
10208, 10534, 10535, 10813, 
11013, 11280, 11661, 11866, 
12164, 12166, 12625, 12965 
Divine gpicecasccseoessooypgienthies ee 
-- 11662, 12626 

srseneeseneaneeeee 10004, 10535 
10208, 11014, 11870 


Proposed 
Vevenisedssccoe 11296, 11882, 12364 
DOE istassnccienintnsiminicaisishess 9018 





1368 (Revoked in 
part by PLO 6220). 
1421 (Revoked in 


1609 (Revoked by 
1642 (Revoked by 


2. 9019, 9478-9481, 2278 (Revoked in 
10058, 10860, 11042, 11045, part by PLO 6220) 
12195, 12364 2565 (Revoked in 


8792, 9336, 9865, 
10861, 10862, 11538, 
13001 


part by PLO 6220) 
3841 (Revoked in 

part by PLO 6220) 
3964 (Revoked by 


by PLO 6198) 
5140 (Revoked in 


rt by PLO 62: 
part by 6220) 8583, 8779-8782, 


5490 (See PLO Proposed Rules: 9208-9214, 10219, 10560, 
10852, 11023, 11872-11874 


10827, 10829, 12798 
10006, 10215, 10538, 
10830, 12627 


8792-8797, 9249, 

9482, 10259-10261, 10601, 

10603, 11046, 11727-11733, 

9865, 10059-10063, 11901-11909, 12831 
10245, 12812-12814 


548 (Revoked in part 


648 (Revoked in 
part by PLO 6185) 
1314 (Revoked by 


PLO 6179) 
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10043, 10044, 10228, 
10853, 11677, 12184 
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AGENCY PUBLICATION ON ASSIGNED DAYS OF THE WEEK 


ae ee ee eee This is a voluntary program. (See OFR NOTICE 
documents on two assigned days of 41 FR 32914, August 6, 1976.) 


(Monday/Thursday or Saha 

Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday 
DOT/SECRETARY USDA/ASCS DOT/SECRETARY USDA/ASCS 
DOT/COAST GUARD USDA/FNS DOT/COAST GUARD USDA/FNS 
DOT/FAA USDA/REA DOT/FAA USDA/REA 
DOT/FHWA USDA/SCS DOT/FHWA USDA/SCS 
DOT/FRA MSPB/OPM DOT/FRA MSPB/OPM 
DOT/MA LABOR DOT/MA LABOR 
DOT/NHTSA HHS/FDA DOT/NHTSA HHS/FDA 
DOT/RSPA DOT/RSPA 
DOT/SLSDC DOT/SLSDC 

DOT/UMTA 


Comments should be submitted to the 
Day-of-the-Week Program Coordinator, 
Office of the Federal Register, National 
Archives and Records Service, General 
Services Administration, Washington, D.C. 


Register users. Inclusion or exclusion from this list has no legal 
significance. Since this list is intended as a reminder, it does not 
include effective dates that occur within 14 days of publication. 


List of Public Laws 


Note: No public bills which have become law were received by the 
Office of the Federal Register for inclusion in today’s List of Public 
Laws. 


Last Listing March 25, 1982 
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Slip Law 


Subscriptions Now Being Accepted 


97th Congress, 2nd Session, 1982 


Separate prints of Public Laws, published immediately after 
enactment, with marginal annotations, legislative history 
references, and future Statutes volume page numbers. 


Subscription Price: $165.00 per session 


(Individual laws also may be purchased from the Superintendent of 
Documents, Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402. 
Prices vary. See Reminder Section of the Federal Register 

for announcements of newly enacted laws and prices). 


SUBSCRIPTION ORDER FORM 
ENTER MY SUBSCRIPTION TO: PUBLIC LAWS. [PULA-File Code 1L| 


C2 $165.00 Domestic; 0 $206.25 Foreign. 


PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE 


od NAME—FIRST, LAST 
EVESSSERE SRR ABR RERRS TOE a RE 


COMPANY NAME OR ADDITIONAL ADDRESS LINE 


S2ECSERELE SUR AER SRA TC AESEE 


STREET ADDRESS 
| SREVM ARERR Cae sees ew 
CITY res a ZIP CODE 
Ii |_| | P 2 
MAIL ORDER FORM TO: (or) COUNTRY 
Superintendent of Documents Pt ee 


Government Printing Office 
Washington, D.C. 20402 


0 Remittance Enclosed (Make 
checks payable to Superin- 
tendent of Documents) 


O Charge to 
Account No 





